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ADVERTISEMENT. 



Th£. single end of this book is the presentation, in a compact and convenient 
form, of the more important facts, votes, resolves, letters, speeches, reports 
and other documents, which elucidate the political contest now agitating this 
country. It has been our aim to let every candidate and other important per- 
sonage speak for himself make his own platform, and vindicate (if he may) his 
own consistency and the soundness of his views on the great questions which 
underlie our current politics. 

Of course, such a work can have but a comparative merit. Make it ever so 
large, and still many things must be omitted that the compiler would wish to 
insert ; and every critic will plausibly ask, " Why insert this and omit that ? 
Why give so much of A. and so little of B. ?" Beside, it is not always possi- 
ble to remember, or, if remembered, to find, all that would be valued in a work 
like this. We can only say that we have done our best : let him do better 
who can. 

Inaccuracy of citation is one of the chief vices of our^ political discussions. 
Tou can hardly listen to a set speech, even from a well-informed and truthM 
canvasser, which is not marred by some misapprehension or unconscious mis- 
statement of the position and views of this or that prominent statesman. 
Documents, heedlessly read and long since lost or mislaid, are quoted from 
with fluency and confidence, as though with indubitable accuracy, when the 
citations so made do gross injustice to their author, and tend to mislead the 
hearer. We believe the documents collected in this work are so printed that 
'"their general accuracy may be safely relied on. 

By canvassers of all parties, we trust our Text-Book will be found conve- 
nient, not to say indispensable. But those who only listen, and read, and 
I reflect, will also find it a manifest help to a clear understanding of the issues and 
contentions of the day. They will be interested in comparing the actual posi- 
tions taken by Mr. Lincoln, or Mr. Douglas, or Gen. Cass, or Mr. Everett, as 
faithfully set forth in this work, with those confidently attributed to that 
statesman in the fluent harangue of some political opponent, who is intent on 
blazoning his inconsistency or proving his iosincerity. To verify and correct 
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the citations of a frothy declaimer is sometimes the easiest and most convincL 
refutation of his speech. 

If a trace of partisan bias is betrayed in the thread of narrative which par- 
tially unites the successive reports, bills, votes, etc., presented in this work, the 
error is unintentional and regretted. Our purpose was to compile a record 
acceptable and convenient to men of all parties, and which might be consulted 
and trusted by all. Whatever is original herein is regarded as of no use or 
merit, save as a necessary elucidation of the residue. Without apology, there- 
fore, or further explanation, the Text-Book is commended to the favor of the' 
American public. 

Nsw-YoRK, Auffust Utf I860. 
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NATIONAL OATTOUSES, CONYENTIONS, AND 

PLATFOKMa 



National Conventions for the nomination of 
candidates are of comparatively recent origin. 
In the earlier political history of the United 
States, under the Federal Constitution, candi- 
dates for President and Vice-President were 
nominated by congressional and legislative 
caucuses. Washington was elected as first 
President under the Constitution, and reelected 
for a second term by a unanimous, or nearly 
unanimous, concurrence of the American people; 
but an opposition party gradually grew up in 
Congress, which became formidable during his 
second term, and which ultimately crystalized 
into what was then called the Republican 
party. John Adams, of Massachusetts, was 
prominent among the leading Federalists, while 
Thomas Jefferson, of Virginia, was preemi- 
nently the author and oracle of the Republican 
party, and, by common consent, they were the 
opposing candidates for the Presidency, on 
Washington's retirement in 1796-7. 

Mr. Adams was then chosen President, while 
Mr. Jefferson, having the largest electoral vote 
next to Mr. A., became Vice-President. 

The first Congressional Caucus to nominate 
candidates for President and Vice-President, is 
6aid to have been held in Philadelphia in the 
year 1800, and to have nominated Mr. Jeffer- 
son for the first office, and Aaron Burr for the 
second. These candidates were elected after a 
desperate struggle, beating John Adams and 
Charles C. Pinckney, of South Carolina. In 
1804, Mr. Jefferson was reelected President, 
with George Clinton, of New-York, for Vice, 
encountering but slight opposition: Messrs. 
Charles C. Pinckney and Rufos King, the op- 
posing candidates, receiving only 14 out of 176 
Electoral Votes. We have been unable to find 
any record as to the manner of their nomina- 
tion. In January, 1808, when Mr. Jefferson's 
second term was about to close, a Republican 
Congressional Caucus was held at Washington, 
to decide as to the relative claims of Madison 
and Monroe flhr the succession, the Legisla- 
iure of Virginia, which had been said to exert 



a potent infioence over such questions, beings 
on this occasion, unable to agree as to which or 
her favored sons should have the preference. 
Ninety-four of the 136 Republican members of 
Congress attended this caucus, and declared 
their preference of Mr. Madison, who received 
83 votes, the remaining 11 being divided be- 
tween Mr. Monroe and George Clinton. The 
Opposition supported Mr. Pinckney; but Mr. 
Miftlison was elected by a large majority. 

Toward the close of Mr. Madison*^ earlier 
term, he was nominated for reelection by a 
Congressional Caucus held at Washington, in 
May, 1812. In September of the same year, a 
convention of the Opposition, representing 
eleven States, was held in the city of New- 
York, which nominated De Witt Clinton, of 
New-York, for President. He was also put in 
nomination by the Republican Legislature of 
New- York. The ensuing canvass resulted in 
the reelection of Mr. Madison, who received 
128 electoral votes to 89 for De Witt Clinton. 

In 1816, the Republican Congressional Caucus 
nominated James Monroe, who received, in the 
caucus, 65 votes to 54 for Wm. H. Crawford, 
of Georgia. The Opposition, or Federalists, 
named Rufus King, of New- York, who received 
only 84 electoral votes out of 217. There was 
no opposition to the reelection of Mr. Monroe 
in 1820, a single (Republican) vote being cast 
against him, and for John Quincy Adams. 

In 1824, the Republican party could not be 
induced to abide by the decision of a Congres- 
sional Caucus. A large majority of the Repub- 
lican members formally refused to participate 
in such a gathering, or be governed by its deci- 
sion ; still, a Caucus was called and attended by 
the friends of Mr. Crawford alone. Of the 261 
members of Congress at this time, 216 were 
Democrats or Republicans, yet only 66 res- 
ponded to their names at roll-call, 64 of whom 
voted for Mr. Crawford as the Republican nomi- 
nee for President. This nomination was very 
extensively repudiated throughout the country, 
and three competing Republican candidates 
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were brought into the field through legislative 
and other machinery — viz., Andrew Jackson, 
Henry Clay, and John Quincy Adams. The re- 
sult of this famous ** scrub race" for the Presi- 
dency was, that no one was elected by the 
people. Gen. Jackson receiving 99 electoral 
votes, Mr. Adams ^, Mr. Crawford 41, and Mr. 
Clay 87. The election then devolved on the 
House of Representatives, where Mr. Adams 
was chosen, receiving the votes of 18 States, 
against 7 for Gen. Jackson, and 4 for Mr. Craw- 
ford. This was the end of **King Caucus." 
Gen. Jackson was imnj^diately thereafter put 
in nomination for the ensuing term by the Le- 
gislature of Tennessee, having only Mr. Adams 
for an opponent in 1^28, when he was elected 
by a decided majority, receiving 178 Electoral 
Votes to 83 for Mr. Adams. Mr. John C. Cal- 
houn, who bad at first aspired to the Presidency, 
in 1824, withdrew at an early stage from the 
canvass, and was thereupon chosen Vice-Presi- 
dent by a very large electoral majority — Mr. 
Albert Gallatin, of Pennsylvania, (the caucus 
candidate on the Crawford ticket,) being his 
only serious competitor. In 1828, Mr. Calhoun 
was the candidate for Vice-President on the 
Jackson ticket, and of course reelected. It 
was currentlv stated that the concentration of 
the Crawford and Calhoun strength on this 
ticket was mainly effected by Messrs. Martin 
Van Burenand Churchill C.Cambreleng, of New- 
York, during a southern tour made by them in 
1827. In 1828, Richard Rush, of Pennsylvania, 
was the candidate for Vice-President on the 
Adams ticket. 



U. S. ANTI-MASONIC CONVENTION— 1880. 

The first political National Convention in this 
country of which we have any record was held 
at Philadelphia in September, 1880, styled the 
United States Anti-Masonic Convention. It was 
•composed of 96 delegates, representing the 
States of New- York, Massachusetts, Connecti- 
cut, Vermont, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, 
New-Jersey, Delaware, Ohio, Maryland and the 
Territory of Michigan. Francis Granger of 
New-York presided ; but no business was trans- 
acted beyond the adoption of the following 
resolution : 

Ruoloedt That it is recommended to the people of the 
tJnited States, opposed to secret societies, to meet la 
•conveation on Monday the 86th day of September, 1881, 
«t the city of Baltimore, by delegates equal in number 
to their representatives In both houses of Congress, to 
make nominations of suitable candidates for the office 
«f President and Vice-President, to be supported at the 
next election, and for the transaction of such other 
business as the cause of Anti-Masonry may require. 

In compliance with the foregoing call, a Na- 
tional Anti-Masonic Convention was held at Balti- 
more, in September, 1831, which nominated 
William Wirt, of Maryland, for President, and 
Amos EUmaker, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre- 
sident. The convention was attended by 1 1 2 de- 
legates from the States of Maine, New-Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, Delaware and Maryland — only 
Mrtr'sacliusetts, New-York and Pennsylvania 
being fully represented. John C. Spencer, of 



New- York, presided over the deliberations of the 
Convention, and the nominees received each 
108 votes. The candidates accepted the nomi- 
nation and received the electoral vote of Ver- 
mont only. The Convention did not enunciate 
any distinct platform of principles, but ap- 
pointed a committee to issue an Address to the 
people. In due time, the address was published. 
It is quite as prolix and verbose as modern po- 
litical addresses ; and, after stating at great 
length the necessary qualifications for the 
Chief of a great and free people, and present- 
ing a searching criticism on the institution of 
free-masonry in its moral and political bearings, 
somewhat intensified from the excitement 
caused by the (then recent) alleged murder of 
William Morgan, for having revealed the secrets 
of the Masonic Order, the Address comes to the 
conclusion that, since the institution had be- 
come a political engine, political agencies must 
be used to avert its baneful effects — in other 
words, *^ that an* enlightened exercise of the 
right of suffrage is the constitutional and 
equitable mode adopted by the Anti-Masons is 
necessary to remove the evil they suffer, and 
produce the reforms they seek.*' 



DEMOCRATIC OR JACKSON NATIONAL 
CONVENTION— 1832. 

There was no open opposition in the Demo- 
cratic party to the nomination of Gen. Jackson 
for a second term ; but the party were not so 
well satisfied with Mr. Calhoun, the Vice-Presi- 
dent ; so a Convention was called to meet at 
Baltimore in May, 1882, to nomuiate a candi- 
date for the second ofiSce. Delegates appeared 
and took their seats ft'om the States of 
Maine, New-Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu-^ 
setts, Connecticut, Bhode Island, New-York, 
New- Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana and Illinois. 

Gen. Robert Lucas, of Ohio, presided, and 
the regular proceedings were commenced by 
the passage of the following resolution : 

RMoUoed^ That each State be entitled, in the nomina- 
tion to be made for the Vice-Presidency, to a number o# 
votes equal to the number to which they will be entitled 
in the electoral colleges, under the new apportionment, 
in voting for President and Vice-President: and that 
two-thirds of the whole number of the votes in the Con- 
vention shall be necessary to constitute a choice. 

This seems to have been the origin of the 
famous " two-thirds *' rule which has prevailed 
of late in Democratic National Conventions. 

The Convention proceeded to ballot for a can^ 
didate for Vice-President, with the 
result : 

For Martin Van Buren : Connecticut, 8 ; Illinois, 8 ; 
Ohio, 21 ; Tennessee, 16 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Georgia, 11 ; 
Louisiana, 5; Pennsylvania, 80; Maryland, T; New- 
Jersey, 8; Mississippi, 4; Rhode Island, 4; Maine, 10; 
Massachusetts, 14 ; Delaware, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 7 ; 
New -York, 42 ; Vermont, 7 ; Al^ama, l^Total, 208. 

For Richard M. Johnson: Illinois, 2; Indiana, 9; 
Kentucky, 16—ToUl, 20. 

For Philip P. Barbour : North Carolina, 6 ; Virginia, 
28; Maryland»8; Boutb Carolina, 11; Alabama, 6— 
Total, 49. 

Mr Van Buren, having received more than 
two-thirds of all the votes cast, was declared 
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duly nomioated as the candidate of the party 
for Vice-President. 

The Convention passed a resolution cordially 
concurring in the repeated nominations which 
Gen. Jackson had received in varioas parts of 
the country for reelection as President. 

Mr. Archer, of Virginia, from the committee 
appointed to prepare an address to the people, 
reported that 

The committee, having interchanged opinions on the 
■ubject submitted to them, and agreeing fully in the 
principles and sentiments which they believe ought to be 
exabodied in an address of this descripUon, if such an 
address were to be made, nevertheless deem it advisa- 
ble under existing circumstances, to recommend the 
adoption of the following resolution : 

BesoUoed^ That it be recommended to the several de- 
legations in this Convention, in place of a General Ad- 
dress from this body to the people of the United States, 
to make such explanations by address, report, or other- 
wise, to their respective constituents, of the object, pro- 
ceedings and result of the meeting, as they may deem 
expedient. 

The result of this election was the choice of 
General Jackson, who received the electoral 
vote of the following States : 

Maine 10 ; New-Hampshire^ 7 ; New-York, 4Qi ; New- 
Jersey, 8 ; Pennsylvania, 80 ; Maryland, 8 ; Virginia, 
S3 : North Carolina, 15 ; Georgia, 11 ; Tennessee, Id ; 
Ohio, 21 ; Louisiana, 5 ; Mississippi, 4 ; Indiana, 9 ; 
Illinois, 5 ; Alabama, 7 ; Missouri, 4— Total, 219. 

For Mr. Clay : Massachusetts, 14 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; 
Connecticut, 8 ; Delaware, 8 ; Maryland, 5 ; Kentuclcy, 
15— Total, 49. 

For John Floyd, of Virginia : South Carolina, 11. 

For William Wkt, of Maryland: Vermont, 7 

Mr. Van Buren received only 189 votes for 
Vice-President, Pennsylvania, which cast her 
vote for Jackson, having voted for William 
Wilkins of that State for Vice-President. 
John Sergeant, for Vice-President, received the 
same vote as Mr. Clay for President. South 
Carolina voted for Henry Lee of Massachusetts, 
for Vice-President. 



NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONVENTION— 

1831. 

The National Republicans met in convention 
at Baltimore, Dec. 12, 1831. Seventeen States 
and the District of Columbia were represented 
by 157 delegates, who cast a unanimous vote 
for Henry Clay, of Kentucky, for President, and 
John Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre- 
sident. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided, 
and the States represented were : Maine, New- 
Uampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, Vermont, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio, 
Louisiana and Indiana. The Convention adopted 
no formal platform of principles, but Issued an 
Address, mainly devoted to a criticism on the 
Administration of Gen. Jackson, asserting, 
iiiiioug other things, that — 

The political history of the Union for th« last three 
years exhibito a aeries of measures plainly dictated in all 
their principal features by blind cupidity or vindictlTe 
party spirit, marlced throughout by a disregard of good 
policy, justice, and every high and generous sentiment, 
and, terminating in a dlseoltttion of the Cabinet under 
circumstances more discreditable than any of the Idnd to 
be met with in the annals of the civilized world. 

The address alludes to the charge of incapa- 
city and corruption leveled against his imme- 



diate predecessor (J. Q. Adams) by Gen. Jack- 
son in his Inaugural Address, and adds : 

The Indecorum of this denunciation was hardly lees 
glaring than its essential iqjustice, and can only be 
paralleled by that of the subsequent denunciation of the 
same Administration, on the same authority, to a foreign 
government. 

Exception is taken to the -indiscriminate re- 
moval of all officers within the reach of the Pre- 
sident, who were not attached to his person or 
party. As illustrative of the extent to which 
this political proscription was carried, it is stated 
that, within a month after the inauguration of 
General Jackson, more persons were removed 
from office than during the whole 40 years that 
had previou^y elapsed since the adoption of the 
Constitution. Fault is also found with the Ad- 
ministration in its conduct of our foreign affairs. 
Again the Address lajs : 

On the great suUects of internal poUQy, the eourse 
of the President has been so inconsistent and vacillating, 
that it is impossible for any party to place confidence in 
his character, or to consider him as a true and effective 
friend. By avowing his approbaUoo of a Jadidous tariff, 
at the same time recommending to Congress precisely the 
same policy which had been adopted as tlie best plan of 
attack by tibte opponents of that measure ; by admitting 
the ronstitutfonality and expedienc;y of Internal Improve- 
ments of a National character, and at the same moment 
negativing the most important bills of this description 
which were presented to him by Congress, the President 
has shown that he Is either a secret enemy to the system, 
or that he is willing to sacrifice the most important na- 
tional objects in a vain attempt to conciliate the conflict- 
ing interests, or rather adverse party feeling and opinions 
of different sections of the coontry. 

Objection is taken to Gen. Jackson^s war on 
the United States Bank, and the necessity and 
usefulness of that institution are argued at con- 
siderable length. The outrageous and inhuman 
treatment of the Cherokee Indians by the State 
of Georgia, and the failure of the National Ad- 
ministration to protect them in their rights, 
acquired' by treaty with the United States, 
is also the subject of animadversion in the 
the Address. 

A resolve was adopted, recommending to the 
young men of the National Republican Party to 
hold a Convention in the city of Washington on 
the following May. 

Such a Convention was accordingly held at 
the Capital on the 11th of May, 1832, over 
which William Cost Johnson, of Maryland, pre- 
sided, and at which the following, among other 
resolves, were adopted: 

BesoUted^ That an adequate Protection to American 
Industry is indispensable to the prosperity of the coun- 
try; and that an abandonment of the policy at this 
period would be attended with consequences ruinous to 
the best interests of the Nation. 

Betolved^ That a utdform system of Internal Improve- 
ments, sustained and supported by the General Govern- 
ment, is calculated to secure, in the highest degree, the 
harmony, the strength and the permanency of the Re- 
public 

Betolmed^ That the indiscriminate removal of public 
officers, for a mere diff'erence of political opinion, is a 
gross abuse of power; and that the doctrine lately 
boldly preached in the United States Senate, that ** to the 
victors belong the spoils of the vanquished," is detri- 
mental to the interest, corrupting to the morals, and 
dangerous to the liberties of the people of this coun- 
try. 



DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION, 

1835. 

In May, 1835, a National Convention repre- 
senting twenty-one States, assembled at Balti- 
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more to nominate candidates for President and 
Vice-President. The Hon. Andrew Stevenson, 
of Virginia, was chosen president, with half a 
dozen Tice-presidents and four secretaries. A 
rule was adopted that two-thirds of the whole 
number of TOtes should be necessary to make a 
nomination or to decide any question connected 
therewith. On the first ballot for President, 
Mr. Van Buren was nominated unanimously, re- 
ceiying 265 TOtes. For Vice-President, Richard 
M. Johnson, of Kentucky, received 178, and 
William G. Rives, of Virginia, 87. Mr. John- 
son, having received more than two-thirds of 
all the votes cast, was declared duly nominated 
as the candidate for Vice-President. This Con- 
Tention adopted no platform. 

THE OPPOSITION IN 1886. 

In 1835, Gen. Wm. H. Harrison, of Ohio, was 
nominated for President, with Francis Granger, 
for Vice-President, by a Whig State Convention 
at Harrisburg^ Pennsylvania, and also by a 
Democratic Anti-Masonic Convention held at 
the same place. A Whig State Convention in 
Maryland also nominated Gren. Harrison for Pre- 
sident, with John Tyler, of Virginia, for Vice. 
Gen. H. also received nominations in New York, 
Ohio and other States. 

Hugh L. White, of Tennessee was nominated 
by the Legislatures of Tennessee and Alabama, 
as the Opposition or Anti-Jackson candidate ; 
while Mr. Webster was tlie favorite of the Oppo- 
sition in Massachusetts, and Willie P. Mangum, 
of N. C. received the vote of S. a, 11. The 
result of the contest of 1836 was the election 
of Mr. Van Buren, who received the electoral 
votes of the States of 

Maine, 10; New-Hampshire, 7 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; don- 
necticut, 8; New York, ^\ Pennsylvania. 80 ; YinETinia, 
2S ; North Oarolina, 15 : Louisiana, 5 ; Mississippi, . 4 ; 
Illinois, 6; Alabama, 7 ; Missoari,4; Arkansas, B ; Michi- 
gan, 8— Total 170. 

Gen. Harrison received the votes of 

Yermont. 7 ; New-Jersey, 8 ; Delaware, 8 ; Maryland, 
10; Kentucky, 15; Ohio, 21; and Indiana, 9— Total, 78. 

Httgh L. White received the vote of Georgia, 
11, and Tennessee, 16: total, 26. Mr. Webster 
received the vote of Massachusetts, 14. 

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION,— 1839. 

A Whig National Convention representing 
twenty one States met at Harrisburg, Pa., Dec. 
4, 1 839. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided, 
and the result of the first ballot was the nomina- 
tion of Gen. William H. Harrison, of Ohio, who 
received 148 * votes to 90 for Henry Clay, and 
16 for Gen. Winfield Scoft. John Tyler, of 
Virginia, was unanimously nominated as the 
Whig candidate for Vice-President. The Con- 
vention adopted no platform of principles ; but 
the party in conducting the memorable cam* 
paign of 1840, assailed the Administration of 
Mr. Van Buren for its general mismanagement 
of public affairs and its profligacy, and the 

^Ballots were repeatedly taken In tommilttM throughout two 
or three days ; but as do candidate received a majoritjr, it was 
ooly reported to the eoiiTention that the committee had not been 
able to airee on a candidate to be preseuted to tbe conrention. 
Fi'inllT, the deleg:at«8 from New-York and other States which 
hnd supported Uen. Scott, generally went orer to Gen. Harrison, 
wlio thus received a miijority, when the resalt was declared, as 
above. 



result was tbe triumphant election of Harrison 
and Tyler, Van Buren receiving the electoral 
vote of only seven States ; vi^ : 

New-Hampshire, 7 ; Virginia, S8 ; Sonth Carolina, 11 ; 
Illinois, h ; Alabama, 7 ; Hiasoorl, 4 ; and Arkansas, 8— 
Total, 60. 

South -Carolina refused to vote for Richard M. 
Johnson for Vice-President, throwing away her 
11 TOtes on Littleton W. Tazewell, of Virginia. 
Harrison and Tyler received the votes of the 
following States: 

Maine, 10 ; Massachusetts, 14 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Gon- 
necticat, 8; Termoot, 7 ; New-York.42 ; New-Jersey, 8 : 
Pennsylyania, 80 ; Delaware, 8; Maryland, 10; North 
Oarolina, 16 ; Georgia, 11 ; Kentacky, 15 ; Tennessee, 15 ; 
Ohio, 21 ; Louisiana, ; MiB8iarippi,4; Indiana, 9; Michi- 
gan, 8— Totol, 284. 



ABOLITION CONVENTION,— 1889. 

A Convention of Abolitionists was held at 
Warsaw, N. Y., on the 18th of November, 1839, 
which adopted the following : 

JS$9olvMt, That, in our Judgment, ertry eonsideratlon 
of duty and expediency whioh ought to control the 
action of Christian freemen, requires of theAbolitionisui 
of the U. 8. to organise a distinct and independent poli- 
tical party, embracing all the necessary means for nomi- 
nating candidates for office and sustaiidng them by 
public sufflrage. 

The Convention then nominated for Presi- 
dent James G. Birney, of New York, and for 
Vice-President Francis J. Lemoyne, of Penn- 
sylvania. These gentlemen subsequently de- 
clined the nomination. Nevertheless they 
received a total of 7,609 rotes in various Free 
States. 



DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION, 

1840. 

A Democratic National Convention met at 
Baltimore, May ftth, 1840, to nominate candi- 
dates for President and Vice-President. Dele- 
gates were present from the States of Maine, 
New-ELampsbire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, North Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Tcnnessee,Ohio, Alabama,Mis6issippi, Louisiana, 
Indiana, Missouri, Michigan, and Arkansas. 
Gov. William Carroll, of Tennessee, presided, 
and the Convention, before proceeding to the 
nomination of candidates, adopted the follow- 
ing platform — ^viz. : 

1. R69ohf«d, That the Federal Government Is one of 
limited powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and 
the grants of power shown therein ought to be strictly 
construed by all tbe departments and agents of the 
government, and that it is inexpedient and dangerous to 
exercise doubtful constitutional powers. 

2. BeeoUitd, That the Constitution does not confer 
upon the General Government the power to commence 
or carry on a general system of internal improvement. 

8. Sesolved^ That the Constitution does not confer 
authority upon the Federal Government, directly or in- 
directly, to assume the debts of the several States, con- 
tracted for local internal improvements or other State 
purposes ; nor would such assumption be Just or ex- 
pedient. 

4. Besoltedy That Justice and sound policy forbid the 
Federal Government to foster one branch of industry to 
the detriment of another, or to cherish the interest of 
one portion to the injury of another portion of our com- 
mon country — ^that every ciUsen and every section of 
the country has a right to demand and insist upon an 
equality of rights and privileges, and to complete and 
ample protection of persons and property from domestio 
violence or foreign aggression. « 






NATIONAL CONYENTIONS AND PLATFOBMa 



18 



5. JiMolvedj That it Is th« daty of eyery branch of 
the goyerament to enforce and practice the most rigid 
economy in conducting our public affairs, and that no 
more revenue ouc^t to be raised than is required to de- 
fray the necessary expenses of the government. 

6. HesolvecL, That Congress has no power to charter a 
United States Bank, that we believe such an institution 
one of deadly hostility to the best interests of the coun- 
try, dangerous to our republican institutions and the 
liberties of the people, and calculated to place the busi- 
ness of the country within the control of a concentrated 
money power, and above the laws and the will of the 
people. 

7. Ji6Solv6d^ That Congress has no power, under the 
Constitution, to interfere with or control the domestic 
institutions of the several States ; and that such States 
are the sole and proper Judges of everything pertaining 
to their own affidrs, not prohibited by the Constitution ; 
that all efforts, by abolitionists or others, made to induce 
Congress to interfere with questions of slavery, or to 
take incipient steps in relation thereto, are calculated to 
lead to the most alarming and dangerous consequences, 
and that all such efforts have an inevitable tendency to 
diminish the happiness of the people, and endanger the 
stability and permanency of the Union, and ought not to 
be countenanced by any friend to our Political Institu- 
tions. 

8. Besolved, That the separation of the moneys of the 
government from banking institutions is indispensable 
for the safety of the funds of the government and the 
rights of the people. / 

9. Besolofid^ That the liberal principles embodied by 
Jefferson, in the Declaration of Independence, and sanc- 
tioned in* the Constitution, which makes ours the land 
of liberty and the asylum of the oppressed of every 
nation, have ever been cardinal principles in the Demo- 
cratic faith : and every attempt to abridge the present 
privilege of becoming dtisens, and the owners of soil 
among us, ought to be resisted with the same spirit 
which swept the Alien and Sedition Laws from our statute 
boolc 

The GonyeDtion then unanimously nominated 
Mr. Van Buren for reelection as President ; but, 
there being much diyersity of opinion as to the 
proper man for Vice-Preflident, the following 
preamble and resolution were adopted : 

Wherecta, Several of the States which have nominated 
Martin Van Buren as a candidate for the Presidency, 
have put in nomination different individuals as candi- 
dates for Vice-President, thus indicating a diversity of 
opinion as to the person best entitled to the nomination : 
and whereas some of the said States are not represented 
in this Convention, therefore, 

BeaoUoed^ That the Convention deem it expedient at 
the present time not to choose between the individuals 
in nomination, but to leave the decision to their Repub- 
lican fellow-citizens in the several States, trusting that 
before tlie election shall take place, their opinions will 
become so concentrated as to secure the choice of a 
Vice-President by t^e Electoral College. 



WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1844. 

A Whig National Conyention assembled in 
Baltimore, on the 1st of May, 1844, in which 
eyery State in the Union was represented. Am- 
brose Spencer, of New-Yoric, presided, and Mr. 
Clay was nominated for President by acclama- 
tion. For Vice-President, there was some di- 
versity of preference, and Mr. Frelinghuysen, of 
N. J., was nominated on the third ballot as fol- 
lows: 

BALLOTS. 

l8t. ?'1. JJM. 

T. Frelinghuysen, N. J., 101 118 155 

John DavU, Mass., 83 ' 74 79 

Millard FiUmore, N. T., 58 51 40 

John Sergeant, Pa., 88 82 withdrawn. 

Total, 276 I75 "274 

The principles of the party were briefly 
summea up in the following resolve, which was 
adopted by the Convention : 

- Betolved, That these principles may be summed as 
comprising a well regulated National currency — a Tariff 
fUr revenue to defray the necessary expenses of the 



Government, and disciiminatlng with special reference 
to the Protection of the Domestic Labor of the country 
— ^the Distribution of the proceeds from the sales of the 
Public Lands— a single term for the Presidency— a re- 
form of executive usurpations— «nd generally such an ad- 
ministration of the aflUrs of the country, as shall impart 
to every branch of the public service the greatest practi- 
cable efficiency, controlled by a well-regulated and wise 
economy. 

The contest resulted in the choice of the 
Democratic candidates (Polk and Dallas,) who 
received 170 electoral yotes as follows : Maine, 
9; New-Hampshire, 6; New- York, 36; Penn- 
sylyania, 26 ; Virginia, 17 ; South Carolina, 
9 ; Georgia, 10 ; Alabama, 9 ; Mississippi, 6 ; 
Louisiana, 6 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri, 
7 ; Arkansas, 3 ; Michigan, 6 — 170. 

For Clay and Frelinghuysen : Vermont, 6 ; 
Massachusetts, 12 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecti- 
cut, 6 ; New-Jersey, 7 ; Delaware, 3 ; Maryland, 
8.; North Carolina, 11; Tennessee, 13; Ken- 
tucky, 12 ; Ohio, 23—106. 

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION, 

1844. 

A Democratic National Conyention assembled 
at Baltimore on the 27th May, 1844, adopted the 
two-third rule and, after a stormy session of three 
days, James K. Polk, of Tennessee, was nomi- 
nated for President, and Silas Wright, of New 
York, for Vice-President. Mr. Wright declined 
the nomination, and George M. Dallas, of Penn^ 
sylyania, was subsequently selected to fill the 
second place on the ticket. 

The ballotings for President were as follows : 

BALLOTS, 

Ist. 2d. Srd. 4th. 5th. 6th. 7th. 8tb. 9th. 
M. Van Buren. ... 146 127 121 111 108 101 99 104 2 

Lewis Cass 88 94 92 106 107 116 128 114 29 

R.M. Johnson.... 29888882 26 25 21 — — 
James Buchanan.. 4 9 1117 292822 2 — 

J.O.Calhoun — 1211112 — 

Levi Woodbury... — — 2 — — — — — — 

Com. Stewart — 1 — — — — — — — 

James K. Polk.... _ — — ^.-.-.44288 

Mr. Van. Buren's name was withdrawn after 
the 8th ballot. 

The plaiform adopted by the Conyention was 
the same as that of 1840, with the following 
additions : 

Sesoleed^ That the proceeds of the PnbHc Lfinds 
ought to be sacredly applied to the national ot)()ects speci- 
fied in the Constitution, and that we are opposed to the 
laws lately adopted, and to any law for the Distribution 
of such proceeds among the States, as alike Inexpedient 
in policy and repugnant to the Constitution. 

Htsolved^ That we are decidedly opposed to taking 
from the President the qualified veto power by which he 
is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities amply 
sufficient to guard the public Interest, t* suspend the 
passage of a bill, whose merits cannot secure the ap- 
proval of two-thirds of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, until the judgment of the people can be ob- 
tained thereon, and which has thrice saved the Ameri- 
can People from the corrupt an^ tyrannical dominatioa 
of the Bank of the United States. 

Resolved^ That our title to the whole of the Territory of 
Oregon is clear and unquestionable; that no portion of the 
same ought to be ceded to England or any other power ; 
and that the reoccupation of Oregon and the reannex- 
ation of Taxas at the earliest practicable period ar^ 
great American measures, which this Convention reQ9.n1- 
mends to the cordial support of the Democracy of t^ 
Union. 



LIBERTY FARXT NATIOXAL CONVEX- 

lB)N, 1848. 

The Liberty Party National Conyention met 
at Buffalo, on the SOth of August. Leicester 
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King, of Ohio, preBided, akid James G. Birnej, of 
Michigan, wga jiQaDimou&ly nominated for Pre* 
sideDt, with Thomas Morris, of Ohio, for Vice- 
President. Among the resolves adopted were 
the following : 

Jteaolvtd, That human brotherhood is a cardioal prin- 
ciple of true Democracy, as well as of pure Christianity, 
which spurns all inconsistent limitations ; and neither 
the political party which repudiates It, nor the political 
system which is not based upon it, can be truly Demo- 
cratic or permanent. 

JSewlvedf That the Liberty Party, placing itself upon 
this broad principle, will demand the absolute and un- 
qualified divorce of the General Government from 
slavery, and also the restoi atioa of equality of rights, 
among men, in every State where the party exists, or 
may exist. 

ReaoUotd., That the Liberty Party has not been organ- 
ised fbr any temporary purpose by interested politicians, 
but has arnen from among the people in consequence of 
a oonviction, hourly gaining ground, that no other party 
in the country represents the true principles of American 
liberty, or the true spirit of the Constitution of the 
United SUtes. 

Btaohaedy That the Liberty Party has not been organ- 
ised merely for the overthrow of slavery ; its first de- 
cided effort must, indeed, be directed against slavehold- 
ing as the grossest and most revolting manifestation of 
despotism, but it will also carry out the principle of 
equal rights into all its practical consequences and ap- 

gilcations, and support every just measure conducive to 
^dividual and social freedom. 

ReaoUoedy That the Liberty Party Ib not a sectional 
party but a national party ; was not originated in a de- 
sire to accomplish a single object, but in a comprehen- 
sive regard to the great interests of the whole country ; 
is not a new party, nor « third party, but is the party 
of 1776, reviving the principles of that memorable era, 
and striving to carry them into practical application. 

ReaolAoed^ That it was understood in the times of the 
Declaration and the Constitution, that the existence of 
slavery in some of the States, was in derogation of the 
principles of American Liberty, and a deep stain upon 
the character of the country, and the implied faith of the 
States and the Nation was pledged, that slavery should 
never be extended beyond Its then existing limits, but 
should be gradually, and yet, at no distant day, wholly 
abolished by State authority. 

Jiesoleedy That the faith of the States and the Nation 
thus pledged, was most nobly redeemed by the voluntary 
Abolition of Slavery in several of the States, and by the 
adoption of the Ordinance of 1787, for the government 
- of the Territory northwest of the river Ohio, then the ooly 
Territory in the United States, and consequently the only 
territory subject in this respect to the control of Congress 
by which Oi dinance Slavery was forever excluded from 
the vast regions which now compose the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and an incapacity to bear up any other than fireemen, 
was impressed on the soil itself. 

£esok>6d^ That the faith of the States and Nation 
thus pledged, has been shamefully violated by the omis- 
sion on the part of many of the States, to talce any 
measures whatever for the Abolition of Slavery within 
their respective limits ; by the continuance of Slavery 
in the District of Columbia, and in the Territories of 
Louisiana and Florida ; by the Legislation of Congress ; 
by the protection afforded by national legislation and 
negotiation to slaveholding in American vessels, on the 
high seas, employed in the coastwise Slave Traffic *, and 
by the extension of slavery far beyond its original 
limits, by acts of Congress, admitting new Slave States 
into the Union. 

JiMolvadf That the fundamental truths of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, that ail men are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are 
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, was made the 
ftindamental law of our National Government, by that 
amendment of the Constitution which declares that no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property, 
without due process of law. 

ReaoUoed, That we recognise as sound, the doctrine 
maintained by slaveholdmg Jurists, that slavery is 
against natural rights, and strictly local, and that ita ex- 
istence and continuance rests on no other support than 
State Legislation, and not on any authority of Congress. 

Resolved^ That the General Government has, under 
the Constitution, no power to establish or continue 
Slavery anywhere, and therefoM that all treaties and 
acts of Congress estabUshingPK>ntinuing or favoring 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, in tho Territory of 



Florida, or on the high seas, are unconstitutional, and all 
attemptato, hold men as property within the limits of ex- 
clusive national Jurisdiction, ouglH to be prohibited by law. 
Jie»olv$d, That the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States, which confers extraordinary political 
powers on the owners of slaves, and thereby constitnt- 
mg the two hundred and fifty thousand slaveholders in 
the Slave States a privileged aristocracy ; and the pro- 
vision for the reclamation of fugitive slaves fl-om service, 
are Anti-Republican in their character, dangerous to the 
liberties of the people, and ou|^t to be abrogated. 

Beaoh>ed^ That the practical operation of the second 
of these provisions, is seen in the enactment of the act 
of Congress respecting persons escaping from their mas- 
ters, which act, if the construction given to it by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Prigg 
«s. Pennsylvania be correct, nullifies the habeas corpus 
acts of ail the States, talies away the whole legal security 
of personal freedom, and ought therefore to be immedi- 
ately repealed. 

Ji6»olvedy That the peculiar patronage and support 
hitherto extended to Slavery and Slaveholding, by the 
General Government, ought to be immediately with- 
drawn, and the example and influence of National 
authority ought to be arrayed on the side of Liberty and 
Free Labor. 

Jieaolvedj That the practice of the General Govern- 
ment, which prevails in the Slave States, of employing 
Slaves upon the public works, instead of firee laborers, 
and paying aristocratic masters, with a view to secure or 
reward political services, is utterly indefensible and 
ought to be abandoned. v 

Resol€6dy That freedom of speech, and of the press, 
and the right of petition, and the right of trial by jury, 
are sacred and inviolable ; and that all rules, regula- 
tions and laws, in derogation of either are oppressive, un- 
constitutional, and not to be endured by f^ee people. 

JiMolvedf That we regard voting in an eminent de- 
gree, as a moral and religious duty, which, when exer- 
cised, should be by voting for those who will do all in 
their power for Immediate EmancipaUon. 

Reaol/ved^ That this Convention recommend to the 
friends of Liberty in all those Free States where any in- 
equality of rights and privileges exists on account of 
color, to employ their utmost ener^^es to remove all such 
remnants and effects of the Slave system. 

Whereaa^ The Constitution of these United States is 
a series of agreemento, covenants, or contracts between 
the people of the United States, each with all and all 

Whereas^ It is a principle of universal morality, that 
the moral laws of the Creator are paramount to all 
human laws ; or, in the language of an Apostle, that 
** we ought to obey God rather than men :" and, 

IFAerww, The principle of common law— that any 
contract, covenant, or agreement, to do an act deroga- 
tory to natural right, is vitiated and annulled by its in- 
herent immorality— has been recognised by one of the 
justices of the Supreme Court of the United SUtes, who 
in a recent case expressly holds that *^€My contract 
that rests upon such a basis is void:** and, 

WhareaSy The third clause of the second section of 
the fourth article of the ConstlttiUon of the United 
States, when construed as providing for the surrender of 
a Fugitive Slave, cfoes ^* rest upon such a basis," in that 
it is a contract to rob a man of a natural right — ^namely, 
his natural right to his own liberty ; and is, therefore, 
absolutely void. Therefore, 

JUaohtd^ That we hereby give it to be distinctly 
understood by this nation and the world, that, as aboli- 
tionists, considering that the strength of our cause lies 
in its righteousness, and our hope for it in our conformity 
to the laws of God, and our respect for the rights of 
MAM, we owe it to the Sovereign Ruler of the universe, as 
a proof of our allegiance to Him, in all oar civil relations 
and offices, whether as private dtisens or as public 
functionaries sworn to support the Constitution of thti 
United States, to regard and to treat the third clause of 
the fourth article of that instrument, whenever applied 
to the case of a fugitive slave, as utterly null and void, 
and consequently as forming no part of the Constitution 
of the United States, whenever we are called upon oi 
sworn to support it. 

ReMloed, That the power given to Congress by the 
Constitution, to provide for calling out the militia to 
suppress insurrecUon, does not maice it the duty of the 
Government to maintain Slavery by military force, much 
less does it make it the duty of the citlsens to form a 
part of such military force. When freemen unAteath the 
sword it should be to strike for Liberty, not for Despot* 
ism. 

Reiohedf That to preserve the peace of the citlsens, and 
secure the blessings of fireedom, the LegLslature of each oi 
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ih« Free States otight to keep la force suitable statntee 
rendering it penal for any ef its inhabitants to transport, 
•r aid in transporting from sndi State, any person 
sought, to be thus transported, merely because subject 
to the slave laws of any other State ; this remnant of in- 
dependence being accorded to the Free States, by the 
decision of the Supreme Court, in the case of Ftigg «•• 
the State of Pennsyivania. 



WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1848. 

A Whig National Convention met at Phila- 
delphia, on the 7th of June, 1848, over which 
John M. Morehead, of North Garoliaa,. presided. 
After a rather stormy session of three days. 
Gen. Zachary Taylor, of Loaisiana, was nomi- 
nated for President, and Millard Fillmore, of 
New- York, for Vice-President. Gen. Taylor 
was nominated on- the fourth ballot, as follows: 

BAlXOTINOa 

l8t. 9d. 8d. 4th. 

Taylor Ill 118 188 ITl 

Clay 97 89 74 89 

Scott 48 49 54 68 

Webster. 22 23 17 18 

Clayton 4 4 1 — 

MeLean 2 1 — — 

ToUl 279 280 279 279 

Mr. Fillmore was nominated for Vice-Presi- 
dent on the second ballot, by the following 
vote : 

BALLOnVOS. 

iBt. 2d. 

M. FlUmore. 115 178 

Abbott LairreQce 109 83 

Scattering 60 4 

Total...... 274 260 

Of the scattering vote cast on the first ballot, 
George Evans, of Maine, received 6 ; T. M. T. 
McKeunen, of Pa., 13; Andrew Stewart, of Pa., 
14 ; and John Sergeant, of Pa., 6. 

The Convention adopted no Platform of 
Principles. After it had been organized, and a 
resolution offered to go into a ballot for candi- 
dates for President and Vice-President, Mr. 
Lewis D. Campbell, of Ohio, moved to amend 
as follows : 

Seaolvedy That no candidate shall be entitled to re- 
cehre the nomination of tMs Convention for President 
or Vice-President, unless he has given assurances that 
he will abide by and support the nomination ; that if 
nominated he will accept the nonrfnation; that he will 
.consider himself the candidate of the Whigs, and use 
all proper influence to bring into practical operation the 
principles and measures of the Whig Party. 

This resolutioji met with decided opposition, 
and the president ruled it out of order, from 
which decision Mr. Campbell appealed, and in a 
speech contended that it was strictly in order to 
define what sort of candidate should be voted 
fbr, and to declare that none but sound Whigs 
should receive important nominations at the 
hands of a Whig National Convention. The 
appeal was tabled. 

Mr. Fuller, of New York, offered the follow- 
ing: 

Se^oUfed^ That as the first duty of the representatives 
of the Whig Party is to proserve the principles and in- 
tegri^ of the party, the claims of no candidate can be 
considered by this Convention unless such candidate 
stands piedged to support, in good faith, the nominees 
and to be the exponent of Whig Principles. * 

The president ruled this resolution out of 
order, and Mr. Fuller appealed, insisting that 
oo true Whig could reasonably object to his 



I proposition. This appeal was also laid on the 
j table. 

After Oen. Taylor had been nominated, Mr. 

Charles Allen, of Massachusetts, offered the 

following : 

BuoUoed^ That the Whig Party, through its repreaen- 
taUves here, agrees to abide by tite nomination of Gkn. 
Zachary Taylor, on condition that he will accept the 
nomination as the candidate of the Whig Party, and 
adhere to its great fundamental piindples—no exten- 
sion of slave territory — no acquisition of foreign terri- 
tory by conquest— protection to American industry, and 
opposition to Executive usurpation. 

The president immediately decided the reso- 
lution out of order, and no further notice was 
taken of It. 

After the nomioation for Vice-President had 

been made, Mr. McCuUough, of New-Jersey, 

ofl(sredthe following: 

JUaoUfed. That Oen. lEaehary Taylor, of Louisiana, 
and Millard mimore, of New-Tork, be, and they are 
horeby unanimously nominated as the Wldg candidates 
for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. D. R. Tilden, of Ohio, proposed the fol- 
lowing, expressiixg the opinion that some such 
declaration by the Convention would be neces- 
sary, in order to secure the vote of Ohio for 
the nominee : 

JiMolwdf That while all power is denied to Goncress, 
under the Constitution, to control, or in any way mter- 
fere with the institution of Slavery within the several 
States of this Union, it nevertheless has the power and 
it is the duty of Congress to prohibit the introduction or 
existence of Slavery in any territory now possessed, or 
which may hereafter be acquired,by the United States. 

This resolution, like all others affiirmiBg Whig 
or Anti-Slavery principles, was ruled out of 
order, and laid on the table. A motion was 
^ made to divide Mr. McCuUough's resolve, so 
that the vote could be taken separately on 
President and on Vice-President, when, after 
discussion, the resolve was withdrawn. 

Mr. Billiard, of Alabama, ofllBred a resolve 
indorsing Gen. Taylor^s letter to Captain Alli- 
son, which, meeting opposition, was withdrawn ; 
so the Conventy>n ai^oumed without passing 
any resolves having reference to Whig prin- 
ciples, the issues before the country, or of con- 
currence in the nominations. 
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RATIFICATION MEETING AT PHILA- 

DELPfllA. 

On the evening of the Uist day of the session 
(0th June), a ratification meeting was held at 
Philadelphia, at which Gov; Wm. F. Johnston, 
of Pa., presided, and at which speeches were 
delivered by Governor Morehead, Gen. Leslie 
Coombs, of Ey., and several others, and at 
which the following resolves, reported by W. S. 
Price, of Pennsylyania, were adopted : 

1. Sstolfud^ That the Whigs of the United States, 
here assembled by their Bepresentatlves, heartily ratify 
the nominations of Ota. Sutchary Taylor as President, 
and Millard PiilAiore as Tlce-President of the United 
States, and pledge themselves to their support. 

fi. Buolved^ That In the choice of €ton. Taylor,as the 
Whig Candidate for President, we are glad to discover 
sympathy with a great popular sentiment throughout the 
nation— a sentiment which, having its origin in admira- 
tion of great military success, has been strengtiienedby 
the development, in every action and every word, of 
sound conservative opinions, uid of true fidelity to the 
great example of former days, and to the principles of 
the Constitution as administered by its founders. 

8. BMoUoed^ That Gen. Taylor, in saying that, had ho 
voted in 1844, he would have voted the Whig tldiet^ 
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glres xu the assurance — and no better is needed from a 
eoDsiateot and truth-epeaklng man— that his heart was 
with us at the crisis of our political desUnj, when Henry 
Clay was our candidate and when not only Whig prin- 
olples were well defined and clearly assert«d, but Whig 
measures depended on success. The heart that was 
with us then is with us now, and we have a soIdier^s word 
of honor, and a life of public and private Tirtue, as the 
security. 

4. RuoUoed^ That we look on Oen. Taylor?! •dminls> 
tratlon of the Oovernment as one conducive of Peaoe, 
Prosperity and Union. Of Peace— because no one bet- 
ter knows, or has greater reason to deplore, what he has 
seen sadly on the field of victory, the horrors of war, 
and especially of a foreign and aggressive war. Of 
Prosperity— now more than ever needed to relieve the 
nation from a burden of debt, and restore industry — 
agricultural, manufacturing and commercial — to its 
accustomed and peaceful functions and influenees. Of 
Union— because we have a candidate whose very posi- 
tion as a Southwestern man, reared on the banks of the 
great stream whose tributaries, natural and artificial, 
embraee the whole Union, renders the protection of the 
interests of the whole country his first trust, ftnd whose 
varied duties in past life have been rendered, not on the 
soil, or under the flag of any State or section, but over 
the wide frontier, and under the broad banner of the 
Nation. 

& Be9ok>6df That standing, as the Whig Partv does, 
on the broad and firm platform of the Oonstftution, 
braced up by all its inviolable and sacred guarantees 
and compromises, and cherished in the affections 
because protective of the interests of the people, we are 

Sroud to have, as the exponent of our opinions, one who 
pledged to construe It by the wise and generous rules 
which Washington applied to it, and who has said, (and 
no Whig desires any other assurance) that he will make 
Washington's Administration the model of his own. 

6. R^toUoedy That as Whigs and Americans, we are 
proud to acknowledge our gratitude for the great mili- 
tary services which, beginning at Palo Alto, and ending 
at Buena Vista, first awakened the American people to 
a just estimate of him who is now our Whig Candidate. 
In the discharge of a painful duty — for his march into 
the enemy's country was a reluctant one ; in the com- 
mand of regulars at one time, and volunteers at another, 
and of both combined ; in the decisive though punctual 
discipline of hli camp, where all respected and beloved 
him; in the negotiation of terms for a dejected and 
desperate enemy; in the exigency of actual conflict^ 
when the balance was perilously doubtful— we have 
found him the same— brave, distinguished and conside- 
rate, no heartless spectator of bloodshed, no trifler witJx 
human life or human happiness ; and we do not know 
which to admire most, his heroism in withstanding the 
assaults of the enemy in the most hopeless fields of 
Buena Yista — ^mourning in generous sorrow over the 
graves of Ringgold, of Clay, or of Hardin— or in giving 
in the heat of battle terms of merclfttl capitulation to a 
vanquished foe at Monterey, and not being ashamed to 
avow that he did it to spare women and children, help- 
less infancy, and more helpless age, against whom no 
American soldier ever wars. Such a military man, 
whose triumphs are neither remote nor doubtfUl, whose 
virtues these trials have tested, we are proud to make 
our Candidate. 

7. Resolved, That in support of such a nomination we 
^k our Whig friends throughout the nation to unite, 

''fto co-operate zealously, resolutely, with earnestness In 
' pi^alt of our Candidate, whom calumny cannot reach, 
,^iLnd frith respectful demeanor to our adversaries, whose 
'7Candl4»tes have yet to prove their claims on the grati- 
i\iiS/^ Ihe nation. 

Th|s ^jl^tion resulted in the choice of the 
Whig Ca^^jiates, as follows : 




8; North GaroUiv^cH; Qeorgta,10; Louslana,6; Ten- 
nessee, 18 ; Eentiuiky, 1$ ; Florida, 8--168. 
Cass and Butier— |lMLe« 9; New-Hampshire, 6; Ylr- 

rnia, 17 ; South OaroUnJi; 9 j Alabama, 9 ; Mississippi, 
; Ohio, 28; Indiana. 19 ; tPtfoois, 97MLwoari, T; Ar- 
kansas, 8 ; Michigan, 5 ( TtiiiiV>« 4 ; Iowa, 4 : Wisconsin, 

.DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 1848. 

^% Democratic National Conyention for 
^1648^ ^Misembled in Baltimore on the 22d of 



May. Andrew Stevenson of Ya., presided. 
New- York had sent a double delegation: (** Barn- 
burners" for Yan Buren and Hunkers for Dick- 
inson). The Conyention decided to admit both 
delegations, which satisfied neither, and both 
declined to take part in the proceedings. The 
two-third rule was adopted, and Oen. Lewis Cass 
was nominated for President on the 4th bitllot 
as follows : [170 votes necessary to a choice.] 

l»t. W. M. 4tTi 

Cam 125 188 166 179 

Woodburyof N. a.. 58 56 58 88 

Buchanan 55 54 40 88 

Calhoun...! 9 — — — 

Dallas s S ^ — 

Worth 6 5 5 1 

ButlerofKy ^ _ ^ g 

The first ballot for Yice-President resulted aa 
follows : 

WiUiam 0. Butler 114 William R. King 29 

John A. Quitman 74 James J. McKay 18 

John T.Mason 24 Jefferson Dayis 1 

No choice. Gen. Butler was unanimously nomi- 
nated on the third ballot. 

The Convention adopted the following plat- 
form : 

1. Jie§oli9€df That the American Democracy plac« 
their trust in the intelligence, the patriotism, and the 
discriminating Justice of the American people. 

3. Beeohsedy That we regard this as a distinctive fea- 
ture of our political creed, which we are proud to main- 
tain before the world, as the great moral element in a 
form of government springing from and upheld by the 
popular will : and we contrast It with the creed and 
practice of federalism, under whateyer name or form, 
which seeks to palsy the will of the constituent, and 
which conceives no imposture too monstrous for the 
popular credulity. 

8. BeeoUfedy Therefore, that, entertaining these views 
the Democratic party of this Union, through the delegates 
assembled in general convention of the States, coming 
together in a spirit of concord, of devotion to the doc- 
trines and faith of a flree representative government and 
appealing to their feilow^oitlsens for the rectitude of 
their Intentions, renew and reassert before the American 
people, the declaration of principles avowed by them, 
on a former occasion, when in general convention, they 
presented their candidates for the popular suffrage. 

Then follow resolutions 1, 2^8, 4, of Platforms 
of 1840 and *44. The 6th resolution is that of 
1840 with an addition about providing for war 
debts, and as amended, reads as follows : 

Beeaivedy That It is the duty of every branch of the 
government to enforce and practioe the most rigid econ- 
omy in conducting our pubUo affairs, and that no more 
revenue ought to be nUsed than Is required to defiray 
Uie necessary expenses of the government, and for the 
gradual but ceruUn extinction of the debt created by 
the prosecution of a Just and necessary war, after peace- 
ful relations shall have been restored. 

The next (Anti-National Bank and pro-Sub- 
Treasury) was amended by the addition of the 
following : 

And that the results of Democratic Legislation, In this 
and all other financial measures upon which Issues have 
been made between the two political parties of the ooiu- 
try, have demonstrated to candid and practical men of 
all parties, their soundness, safety and utility in all 
business pursuits. 

Here follow resolutions 7, 8, 9, of the plat- 
form of 1840, which we omit. 

BeeoktedyThai the proceeds of the Public Lands ought 
to be sacredly applied to the National objects specified 
in the Constitution ; and that we are opposed to any 
law for the distribution of such proceeds among the 
States as alike Inexpedient in policy and repugnant to 
the Constitution. 

Besolvedy That we are decidedly opposed to taking 
fjrom the President the qualified veto power, by which ho 
Is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities ampl^ 
sufficient to guard the public Interests, to suspend th« 
passage of a bill whose merits cannot secure the ttp- 
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prov&l of two-thirds of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives until the Judgment of the people can be 
obtained thereon, and which has saved the American 
people from the corrupt and tyrannical domination of 
the bank of the United States, and from a corrupting 
system of general internal improvements. 

RmoUmcL^ that the war with Mexico, provoked on her 
part, by years of insult and injury, was commenced by 
her army crossing the Rio Grande, attacking the Ameri- 
can troops and invading our sister State of Texas, and 
that upon all the principles of patriotism and the 
Iaws of Nations, it is a Just and necessary war on our 
part In which every American citisen should have shown 
himself on the side of his Country, and neither morally 
nor physically, by word or by deed, have given ** aid 
and comfort to the enemy." 

Resohsd^ That we would be rejoiced at the assurance 
of a peace with Mexico, founded on the Just principles 
of indemnity for the past and security for the future ; but 
that while the ratification of the Uberal treaty offered to 
Mexico remains in doubt, it is the duty of the country to 
sustain the administration and to sustain the country In 
every measure necessary to provide for the vigorous 
prosecution of the war, should that treaty be r<^ected. 

Be$olved, That the officers and sol<Uers who have 
carried the arms of their country iuto Mexico, have 
crowned it with imperishable glory. Their unconquer- 
able courage, their daring enterprise, their unfaltering 
perseverance and fortitude when assailed on all sides by 
innumerable foes and that more formidable enemy— the 
diseases of the climate— exalt their devoted patriotism 
into the highest heroism, and give them a right to the 
profound gratitude of their country, and the admiration 
of the world. 

JSesolvedy That the Democratic National Convention 
of 80 States composing the American Republic tender 
their firatemal congratulations to the National Conven- 
tion of the Republic of France, now- assembled as the 
free-suA'age Representatives of the Sovereignty of thirty- 
five millions of Republicans to establish government on 
those eternal principles of equal rights for which their 
Lafayette and our Washington fought side by side in 
the struggle for our National Independence; and we 
would especially convey to them and to the whole peo- 
ple of France, our earnest wishes for the consolidation 
of their liberties, through the wisdom that shall guide their 
couucils, on the basis of a Democratic Constitution, not 
dertved from the grants or concessions of IdngpB or 
dynasties, but originating from the only true source of 
pol;tical power recognised in the States of this Union ; 
tae inherent and inalienable right of the people, in their 
sovereign capacity, to make and to amend their forms 
of government in such manner as the welfare of the 
community may require. 

£s4ok)6d^ That the recent development of this grand 
political truth, of the sovereignty of the people and 
their capacity and power for self-government, which is 
prostrating thrones and erecting Republics on the ruins 
of despotism in the old world, we feel that a high and 
sacred duty is devolved, with increased responsibility, 
upon the Democratic party of this country, as the party 
of the people, to sustain and advance among us Consti- 
tutional Liberty, Equality and Fraternity, by continuing 
to resist all monopolies and exclusive legislation for the 
benefit of the few at the expense of the many, and by a 
vigilant and constant adherence to those principles and 
compromises of the Constitution which are broad enough 
and strong enough to embrace and uphold the Union as 
It was, the Union as it is, and the Union as it shall be in 
the full expansion of .the energies and capacity of this 
great and progressive people. 

Beaolvea, That a copy of these resolutions be for- 
warded through the American Minister at Paris, to the 
National Convention of the Republic of France. 

BMolvedy That the Arults of the great political triumph 
of 1844, which elected James K. Polk and George M. 
Dallas President and Vice-President of the United States, 
have fulfilled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union 
In defeating the declared purposes of their opponents in 
creating a National Bank, in preventing the corrupt and 
unconstitutional distribution of the Land Proceeds from 
the common treasury of the Union for local purposes, In 
protecting the Currency and Labor of the country trom 
ruinous fluctuations; and guarding the money of the 
country for the use of the people by the establishment 
of the Constitutional treasury; in the noble impulse 
given to the cause of Free Trade by the repeal of the 
tariff of '42, and the creation of the more equal, honest, 
and productive tariff of 1846 ; and that, in our opinion, 
it would be a fatal error to weaken the bands of a politi- 
cal organization by which these great reforms have 
been achieved, and risk them in the hands of their 
known adversaries, with whatever delusive appeals they 
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may solicit our surrender of that vigilance which is Om 
only safeguard of liberty. 

Jcmo^m/, That the confidence of the Democracy of 
the Union, in the principles, capacity, firmness and in- 
tegrity of James K. Polk, manifested by his nomination 
and election in 1844, has been signally Justified by the 
strictness of his adherence to sound Democratic doc- 
trines, by the purity of purpose, the energy and ability 
which have characterised his administration in all our 
affairs at home and abroad ; that we tender to him our 
cordial congratulations upon the brilliant success which 
has hitherto crowned his patriotic efforts, and assure him 
in advance, that at the expiration of his Presidential 
term he will carry with him to his retirement, the esteem, 
respect, and admiration of a grateful country. 

&€9oU}ed^ That this Convention hereby present to the 
people of the United States, Lewis Cass, of Michigan, as 
the candidate of the Democratic party for the office of 
President, and WlUiam 0. Butler of Ky, for Vice-Presi- 
dent of the U. S. 

The following resolution was offered bjr Mr. 
Yancv, of Ala. 

£etol9ed^ That the doctrine of non-interference witb 
the rights of property of any portion of the people of thla 
Confederacy, be it in the States or Territories thereof; 
by any other than the parties interested in them, is the 
true Republican doctrine recoptiaed by this body. 

This resolution was rejected : Yeas, 86 ; nays, 
21B — the yeas being: Georgia, d; South Caro- 
lina, 9 ; Aiabauia, *d ; Arkansas, 3 ; Florida, 3 ; 
Maryland, 1 ; Kentuclcy, 1. 



FREE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 1848. 

The Barnburners of New York, who were 
disgusted with the proceedings of the National 
CouTention which had nominated Cass and But- 
ler for President and Vice-President, met in 
Convention at Utica, on the 22d of June, 1848. 
Delegates were also present from Ohio, Wiscon- 
sin and Massachusetts. CoL Samuel Young pre* 
sided over the deliberations of this Convention ; 
and Martin Van Buren was nominated for Presi- 
dent, with Henry Dodge, of Wisconsin, for 
Vice-President. Gen. Dodge subsequently de- 
clined. 

On the 9th of August following, a Conven* 
tion was held at BuffiSo, which was attended by 
delegates from the States of Maine, New-Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New- York, New-Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Indiana, Iowa, and the 
District of Columbia. Charles Francis Adams, 
of Massachusetts, presided, and the Convention 
nominated Messrs. Van Buren and Adams as 
candidates for President and Vice-President, 
and adopted the following Resolves, since 
known as 

THK BUFFALO PLATFORM. 

Wh0rea$t We have assembled in Convention, as a 
union of freemen, for the sake of freedom, forgetting 
all past political differences in a common resolve to 
maintain the rights of free labor agalnat the aggressions 
of the Slave Power, and to secure free soil to a free 
people. 

And WJurecUf The political Conventions recently as- 
sembled at Baltimore and Philadelphia, the one stifling 
the voice of a great constituency, entitled to be heard in 
its deliberations, and the other abandoning its distioctive 
principles for mere availability, have dissolved the Na^' 
Uonal party organisations heretofore existing, by nomi- 
nating for tlie Chief Magistracy of the United States, un- 
der tne slaveholding dictation, candidates, neither of 
whom can be supported by the opponents of Slavery Bx- 
tenaion without a sacriflue of consistency, duty and self- 
respect ; 

And loAeraos, These nominations so made, furaish the 
occasion and demonstrate the necessity of the union of 
the people under the banner of Free Democracy, in a sol" 
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rmn and formal deelarAtion of their Independence of the 
rilave power, and of their fixed determination to rescue 
the Federal (ruvernment from its control; 

Besolved^ there/ore^ That we, the people here assem- 
bled, remembering the example of our fathers, in the days 
of the first Declaration of Independence, puttinf{ our trust 
in God for the triumph of uur cause, and invoking his 
guidance in our endeavors to advance It, do now plant 
ourselves upon the National platform of Freedom in oppo- 
sition to the seotiouat pUiform of Slavery. 

Eeaolved^ Tliat Slavery in the several States of this 
Union which recognise its existence, depends upon State 
laws alone, which cauuut be repealed or modified by the 
Federal Governmeni, and for whicli laws that govern- 
ment is not redpoiisibie. We therefore propose no inter- 
ference by Congress with Slavery within the limits of any 
State. 

B^eolvsd, That the Proviso of Jefferson, to prohibit the 
existence of Slavery after 1800, in all theTerritories of the 
United States, Southern and Northern ; the votes of six 
States and sixteen delegates, in the Congress of 1784, for 
the Proviso, to three States and seven delegates against 
it ; the actual exclusion of Slavery from tlie Northwest* 
ern Territory, by the Ordinance of 1737, unanimously 
adopted by the States in OongreM ; and che entire history 
of that period, clearly show that it was the settled policy 
of tlie Nation not to extend, nationalise or encourage, but 
to limit, iocaliae and discourage Slavery; and to tiiis pol- 
icy, which should nevcr have beeu departed from, the 
Government ought to return. 

Resolved^ That our fathers ordained the Constitution 
of the United States, in order, among other great national 
ohjects, to establish justice, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings or liberty ; but expressly denied 
to the Federal Government, which they created, all con- 
stitutional power to deprive any person of life, liberty, 
or property, without due legal process. 

Besolwd^ That in the Judgment of this Convention, 
Congtess has no more power to make a Slave than to make 
a King; no more power to institute or establish Slavery 
than to institute or establish a Monarchy : no such power 
can be found among those specifically conferred by the 
Constitution, or derived by Just implication from them. 

Be$oh>odt That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to relieve itself from all responsibility for the exists 
ence or continuance of slavery wherever tiie government 
possesses constitutional authority to legislate on ttiat 
Buhject, and it is thus responsible for its existence. 

M69olvedy That the true, and in the Judgment of this 
Convention, the only safe means of preventing the ex- 
tension of Slavery into Territory now Free, is to prohibit 
tts extension in aU such Territory by an act of Congress. 

BMok>ed, That we accept the issue which tiie Slave 
power has forced upon us ; and to their demand for more 
Slave States, and more Slave Territory, our calm but final 
answer is, no more Slave States and no more Slave Ter- 
ritory. Let the soil of our extensive domains be kept 
firee for the hardy pioneers of our own land, and the op- 
pressed and banished of other lands, seeking homes of 
comfort and fields of enterprise in the new world. 

B46olfoedi That the bill lately reported by the committee 
of eight in tlie Senate of the United States, was no com- 
promise, but an absolute surrender of the rights of tlie 
Non-Slavehulders of all the States ; and while we rejoice 
to know that a measure which, while opening the door for 
the introduotioii of Slavery into Territories now free, 
would also have opened the door to litigation and strife 
among the future inhabitants thereof, to the ruin of their 
peace and prosperity, was defeated in the House of Aepre- 
sentatived, its passage, in hot. haste, by a majority, embrac- 
ing several senators who voted in open violation of the 
known will of their constituents, should warn th& people 
to see to it, that their representatives be not suffered to 
betray thein. There mast he no more Compromises with 
Slavery ; if made they must be repealed. 

ResoUoed^ That we demand freedom and established 
institutions for our brethren in Oregon, now exposed to 
liardships, peril aud massacre by the recidessiiostility of 
the Slave Power to the eHtablishiuent of Free Government 
for H'ree Territories ; aud not only for them, but for our 
new brethren in California and New-Mexico. 

Rs9oid6d, It is due not only to this occasion, but to the 
whole people of the United States, that we should also 
declare ourselves on certain other questions of National 
Policy: therefore, 

Rmoltedy That we demand Cheap Postage for the Peo- 
ple ; a retrenchment of the expenses and patronage of 
the Federal Government; the abolition of all unneces- 
sary oUces and salaries ; and the election by the people 
of all civil olficers in the service of the government, so 
far as the same may he practicable. 

Retolved, ThatKiver and Harbor improvements, when 
demanded by tlie safety and convenience of commerce 



with foreign nations, or among the several States, are 
ohjects of national concern, and that it Is tlie duty of 
Congress, in the exercise of its constitutional powers, to 
provide therefor. 

Reaol^ed^ That the free grant to actual settlers, In con 
sideration of the expenses they incur in making aetiJe- 
ments in the wilderness, which are usually fully equal to 
their actual cost, and of the public benefits resulting 
therefrom, of reasonable portions of the public land», 
under suitable limitations, is a wise and Just measure of 
public policy, which will promote in various ways the in- 
terests of all the States of this Union ; and we therefore 
recommend it to the favorable consideration of tlie Ameri- 
can people. 

Retolvedf That the obligations of honor and patriot- 
Ism require the earliest practicable payment of the na- 
tional debt, and we are therefore in favor of such a tariff 
of duties as will raise revenue adequate to defray the ne- 
cessary expenses of the Federal Government, and to pay 
annual instalments oik our debt, aud the interest thereon 

Reaolved, That we inscribe on our own banner, '* Free 
Soil, Free Speech, Free Labor, and Free Men," and under 
it we will fight on, and fight ever, until a triumphant vic- 
tory shall reward our exertions. 



WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1852. 

This body assembled at Baltimore on the 16tb 
of June, and chose Gen. John G. Chapman, of 
Md., as presiding officer, and, after an exciting 
session of six days, nominated Gen. Winfield 
Scott as President, on the 63d ballot, as follows : 
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William A. Graham, of North Carolina, was 
nominated for Vice-President on the second 
ballot. 

The Oonyention adopted the following 

N 

PLATFORM : ^ 

The Whigs of the United States, In Convention sSiBfJ 
bled, adhering to the great conservative princlples^il 
which they are contioled and governed, and now as eve 
relying upon the intelligence of the American people 
with an abiding confidence in their capacity for seif>got 
ernment, and their devotion to the Constitution and ti^ 
Union, do proclaim the following as the political sen A 
ments and determination for the establishment an< 
maintenance of which their national organutatloa ad 
party was effected. 

JPirst. The government of the United States is of 
limited character, and it is confined te the exei-cbe o 
powers expressly granted by the Constitution, and audi' 
as may be necessary and proper for carrying the grante " 
powers into full execution, and that powers not grante^ 
or necessarily implied are reserved to the Slates respec 
tively and to the people. 

Second. The State Governments rdiould be held secar 
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to their reserved rights^ and the General Government 
sustained on its constitutional powers, and that the 
Union should be revered and watched over as the palla- 
dium of our liberties. 

Third. That while straggling freedom everywhere 
enlists the warmest sympathy of the Whig party, we still 
adhere to the doctrines of the Father of his Country, as 
aonounced in his Farewell Address, of keeping ourselves 
free from all entangling alliances with foreign countries, 
and of never quitting our own to stand upon foreign 
ground ; that our mission as a republic is not to propa- 
irate our opinions, or Impose on (fther countries our 
forms of government, by artifice or force; but to teach 
by example, and show by our success, moderation and 
justice, the blessings of self-government, and the advan- 
tage of free institutions. 

Foittth. That, as the people make and control the 
Government, they should obey its constitution, laws and 
treaties as they would retain their self-respect, and the 
respect which they claim and will enforce from foreign 
powers. 

FifUh Government should foe conducted on principles 
of the strictest economy ; and revenue sufficient for the 
expenses thereof, in time, ought to be derived mainly 
from a duty on imports, and not from direct taxes ; and 
on laying such duties sound policy requires a just dis- 
crimination, and, when practicable, by specific duties, 
whereby suitable encouragement may be afforded to 
American industry, equally to all classes and to all por- 
tions of the country ; an economical administration of 
the Government, in time of peace, ought to be derived 
from duties on imports, and not from direct taxation ; 
and in laying such duties, sound policy requires a just 
discrimination, whereby suitable encouragement may be 
afforded to American industry, equally to all classes, and 
to all parts of the couniry. 

Sixt\. The Constitution vests in Congress the power 
to open and repair harbors, and remove obstructions 
from navigable rivers, whenever such improvements are 
necessary for the common defense, and for the protec- 
tion and facility of commerce with foreign nations, or 
among the States— said improvements being in every 
instance national and general in their character. 

Seventh. The Federal and State Governments are parts 
of one system, alike necessary for the common prosper- 
ity, peace and security, and ought to be regarded alike 
With a cordial, habitual and immovable attachment. 
Respect for the authority of each, and acquiescence in 
the just constitutional measures of each, are duties 
required by the plainest considerations of National, 
State and individual welfare. 

Eighth. That the series of acts of the 32d Congress, the 
Act known as the Fugitive Slave law included, are 
received and acquiesced in by the Whig party of the 
United States as a settlement in principle and substance 
of the dangerous and exciting questions which they 
embrace ; and. so far as they are concerned, we will 
maintain them, and insist upon their strict enforcement, 
until time and experience shall demonstrate the neces- 
sity of further legislation to guard against the evasion of 
the laws on the one hand and the abuse of their powers 
on the other— not impairing their present efficiency; and 
we deprecate all further agitation of the question thus 
settled, as dangerous to our peace, and will discounte- 
nance all efforts to continue or renew such Agitation, 
whenever, wherever, or however the attempt may be 
made ; and we will maintain this system as essential to 
the nationality of the Whig party, and the integrity of 
tile Union. 



The above propositions were unanimously 
adopted with the exception of the last, which 
was carried by a vote of 212 to 70: the dele- 
gates who voted against it being supporters of 
Scott as against Fillmore and Webster in the 
ballo tings above given. 

The vote by States, on this (Compromise) 
resolution, was as follows : 

Ybas— Maine, 4; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 6 5 
Massachusetts, 8.; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 4» 
New-Vork, 11; New-Jersey, 7 ; Pennsylvania, 21; Dela' 
ware, 3 ; Maryland, 8 ; Virginia, 14 ; North Carolina, 
19; South Carolina, 8; Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mis- 
sissippi, 7; Louisiana, 6; Ohio, 8; Kentucky, 12; Ten- 
nessee, 12; Indiana, 7; Illinoili, 6; Missouri, 9; Arkan- 
sas, 4 ; Florida, 8 ; Iowa, 4 ; Wisconsin, 4 ; Texas, 4 ; 
—212. 



NATS^Malne, 4 ; Connecticut, 1 ; New-York, 22 ; 
Pennsylvania, 6 ; Ohio, 15 ; Wisconsin, 1 ; Indiana, 6 ; 
lUinois, 5 ; Michigan, 6 ; California, 4— 7C. 

GEN. SCOTT^S ACCEFTANCE. 

Gen. Scott accepted the nomination and Flat- 
form in the following letter. 

Washixotoh, Jwm 24^, 1852. 

Sir: I have had the honor tt) receive from your hands 
the official notice of my unanimous nomination as the 
Whig candidate for the office of President of the United 
Stat-es, together with a copy of the resolutions passed by 
the Convention, expressing their opinions upon some of 
the most prominent questions of national policy. 

This great distinction, conferred by a numerous, intelli- 
gent and patriotic body, representing millions of my 
countrymen, sinks deep into my heart; and remembering 
the very eminent names which were before the Conv«n- 
tion in amicable competition with my own, I am made to 
feel, oppressively, the weight of responsibility belonging 
to my new position. Not having written a word to pro- 
cure this distinction, I lost not a moment after it had 
been conferred in addressing a letter to one of your mem-' 
bera, to signify what would be, at the proper time, the 
substance of my reply to the Convention : and I now have 
the honor to repeat in a more formal manner, as the occa- 
sion justly demands, fchit I accept the nomination with the 
resolutions annexed. The political principles and meas- 
ures laid down in those resolutions are so broad that but 
little is left for me to add. I therefbre barely suggest in 
this place, that should I, by the partiality of my country- 
men, be elevated to the Chief Magistracy of the Union, I 
shall be rendy, in my connection with Congress, to re- 
commend or approve of measures in regard to the man- 
agement of the public domain, so as to secure an early 
settlement of the same, favorable to actual settlers, but 
consistent, nevertheless, with a due regard to the equal 
rights of the whole American people in that vast national 
inheritance; and also to recommend or approve of a sin- 
gle alt«ration in our naturalisation laws, suggested by my 
military experience, vis : diving to all foreigners the 
right of citisenship, who shall faithfully serve, in time df 
war, <»ne year on board of our public ships, or in our 



land forces, regular or volunteer, on their receiving an 
h'morable discharge from the service. In regard to tiie 
general policy of the administration, if elected, I should, 
of coilrse, look among tho.-}e who may approve that poli- 
cy for the agents to carry it into execution ; and I should 
seek to cultivate harmony and fraternal sentiments 
throughout the Whig party, without attempting to re- 
duce its members, by proscription, to exact uniformity to 
my own views: 

But I should at the same time be rigorous in regard to 
qualifications for office, retaining and appointing no one 
either deficient in capaciiy or integrity, or in devotion to 
libei ty, to the Constitution and the Union. Convinced 
that harmony or good will between the different quarters 
of our broad country is essential to the present and the 
future interests of the Republic, and with a devotion to 
those interests that can know no 8outh and no North, I 
should neither countenance nor tolerate any sedition, dis- 
order, faction or re^^istance to the law or the Union on 
any pretext, in any part of the land, and I should carry 
int-o the civil administration this one principle of military 
conduct — obedience to the legislative and judicial de- 
partments of government, eat:h in its constitutional 
sphere, saving only in respect to the Legislature, the po8« 
sible resort to the veto power, always to be most cau- 
tiously exercised, and under the strictest restraints and 
necessities. 

Finally, for my strict adherence to the principles of the 
Wliig party, as expressed in the resolutions of the Con- 
vention, and herein suggested, with a sincere and earnest 
purpose to advance ttie greatness and happiness of the 
Republic, and thus to cherish and encourage the cause of 
constitutional liberty throughout the world, avoiding 
every act and thouglit that might involve our country in 
an unjust or unnecessary war, or impair the faith of 
treaties, and discountenancing all political agitations in- 
jurious to the interests of society and dangerous to the 
Union, I can offer no other pledge or guarantee than the 
known incidents of a long public life, now undergoing the 
severest examination Feeling myself highly fortunate 
in my associate on the ticket, and with a lively sense of 
my obligations to the Convention, and to your personal 
courtesies, I have the honor to remain, sir. with great 
esteem, your most obedient servant, 

WIffFIELD 5C0TT. 

To Hon. J. G. Chapman, Prsaidmt of the Whig Ifa* 
H^Mial Oon/oentian. 
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DEMOCRA.TIC CONVENTION— 1862. 
This ConTention assembled at Baltimore on 
the Ist of June, John W. Davis, of Indiana, 
presided, and the two-thirds rule was adopted. 
Gen. Franklin Pierce, of New Hampshire, was 
nominated for President on the 49th ballot, as 
follows : 
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The first vote for Vice-President was as fol- 
lows: 



Wm. R. King, of Ala. . . 126 
Gt. J. Pillow, of Teun. . . 25 
D. R. Atchison, of Mo. . 26 
T. J. Rusk, of Texas,.. 12 
Jeff. Davis, of Miss 2 



Wm. 0. Butler, of Ky... 27 
Robt. Strange, of N. 0. . . 28 
S n. Downs, of La.... 80 
J. B. Weller, of CaL... 28 
Howell Oobb, of Qa. . . . 2 



Wm. R. King, of Alabama, was unanimously 
nominated on the second ballot. 

THE PLATFORM. 

The Platform was made up of resolves. Here 
follow 1, 2, and 3, of that of 1848, with 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 of that of 1840, (see them heretofore), to 
which were added the following : 

Sesoiwdt That It Is the duty of every branch of the 
Qevernment to enforce and practice the most rigid 
economy in conducting our public affairs, and that no 
more revenue ought to be raised than is required to 
defray the necessary expenses of the Government, and 
for the gradual but certain extinction of the publio debt. 

Beeoloed^ That Congress has no power to charter a 
National Bank ; that we believe such an institution one 
of deadly hostility to the best interests of the country, 
dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties 



of the people, and calculated to place the business of the 
country within the control of a concentrated money 
power, and that above the laws and the will of the people ; 
and that the results of Democratic legislation, in this and 
all other financial measures, upon which issues have been 
made between the two political parties of the country have 
demonstrated to candid and practical men of all, parties, 
their soundness, safety, and utility, in all business pursuits. 

Itetokfed^ That the separation of tlie moneys of the 
Government firom Banking Institutions, is indispensable 
for the safety of the funds of the Government, and the 
rights of the people. 

Eesohoed^ That the liberal principles embodied by 
Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence, and sanc- 
tioned in the Constitution, which makes ours the land of 
lilMrty, and the asylum Of the oppressed of every nation, 
have ever been cardinal principles in the Democratic 
faith ; and ^ery attempt to abridge the privilege of be- 
coming citiaens and the owners of soil among us, ought 
to be resisted with the same spirit which swept the alien 
and sedition laws from our statute book. 

£Mol9€d, That Congress has no power under the Con- 
stitution to interfere with, or control the domestic insti- 
tutions of the several States, and that such States are the 
sole and proper Judges of everything appertaining to 
their own affairs, and prohibited by the Constitution ; 
that all efforts of the Abolitionists or others, made to 
induce Congress to interfere with questions of Slavery, 
or to take incipient steps in relation thereto, are calcu- 
lated to lead to'the most alarming and dangerous conse- 
quences ; and that all such efforts have an inevitable 
tendency to diminish the happiness of the people, and 
endanger the stability and permanency of the Union, and 
ought not to be countenanced by any friend of our pKoliti- 
cal institutions. 

£e90lved. That the foregoing proposition covers, and is 
intended to embrace, the whole sufc|ject of Slavery agita- 
tion in Congress ; and therefore, the Democratic party of 
the Union, standing on this National Platform, will abide 
by, and adhere to, a faithful execution of the acts known 
as the Compromise measures settled by the last Congress 
— 4he act for reclaiming fugitives firom service or lat>or 
included ; which act, being designed to carry out an 
express provision of the Constitution, cannot wiUt fidelity 
thereto be repealed, nor so changed as to destroy or im- 
pair its efficiency. 

Resolved, That the Democratic party will resist all 
attempts at renewing in Congress, or out of it, the agita- 
tion of the Slavery question, under whatever shape or 
color the attempt may t>e made. 

[Here follow the Resolutions of 1848, against 
the distribution of the proceeds of the Public 
Land Sales, and against the abridgment of the 
veto power of the President.] 

Resolved, That the Democratic party will faithfully 
abide by and uphold the principles laid down in the 
Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions of 1792 and 179S, and 
in the report of Mr. Madison to the Tirginia Legislature 
in 1799 ; that it adopts those principles as constituting 
one of tiie main foundations of its political creed, and is 
resolved to carry them out in their obvious meaning and 
import. 

Jieeolvedy That the war with Mexico, npon all the 
principles of patriotism and the law of nations, was a 
Jutit and necessary war on our part, in which no Ameri* 
can citizen should have shown himself opposed to his 
country, and neither morally nor physically, by word or 
deed, given aid and comfort to the enemy. 

£eeok>ed. That we r^oice at the restoration of h-iendlj 
relations with our sister Republic of Mexico, and earnest 
ly desire for her all the blessings and prosperity whicl 
we ei>joy under Republican Instltutlods, aud we con* 
gratulate the American people on the results of that war 
which have so manifestly Justified the policy and>epnduct 
of the Democratic party, and insured to the Unite^fjftates 
indemnity for the past, and security for the future. \ 

Jieeolvedj That, in view of the condition of popwar 
institutions in the old world, a high and sacred dut| ia 
devolved with increased responsibility upon the DeiV>- 
cracy of this country, as the party of the people, to 
hold and maintain the rights of every State, and there 
the Union of States, and to sustain and advance amt 
them constitutional liberty, by continuing to resist) 
monopolies and exclusive legislation ior the benefit of/ 
few at the expense of the many, and by a vigilant^ 
constant adherence to those principles and comproi 
of the CONSTITUTION, which are broad enough 
strong enough to embrace and uphold the Union as , 
and the Union as it should be, in the Aill expansi ' 
the energies and capacity of this great and progr^ 
people. 
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FREE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION— 1852. 

The Free-Soil Democracy held a National 
Convention at Pittsburgh, on the 11th August, 
1852, Henry Wilson, of Mass., presiding. All 
the Free States were represented, together with 
Delaware, Virginia-, Kentucky and Maryland. 
John p. Hale, of N. H., was nominated for Pivsi- 
dent, with Geo. W. Julian, of Indiana, for Vice- 
President. The Convention adopted tiie fol- 
lowing : 

PLATFORM : 

Having assembled in National Convention as the De- 
mocracy of the United 8tate8, united by a common 
resolve to maintain right against wrong, and Freedom 
against Slavery : confiding in the intelligence, patriot- 
ism, and discriminating Justice of the American people, 
putting our trust in God for the triumph of our cause, 
and invoking his guidance in our endeavors to advance 
it, 'we now submit to the candid Judgment of all men 
the following declaration of principles and measures : 

1. That governments, deriving their Just powers from 
the consent of the governed, are Instituted among men 
to secure to all those inalienable rights of life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness with which they are 
endowed by their Creator, and of which none can be 
deprived by valid legislation, except for crime. 

S. That the true mission of American Democracy Is to 
maintain the Liberties of the People, the Sovereignty of 
the States, and the perpetuity of the Union, by the im- 
partial application to public affairs, without sectional 
discriminations of the fundamental jprinciples of hu- 
man rights, strict Justice and an economical adminisUia- 
tion. 

8. That the Federal Government is one of limited 
powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and the 
grants of power therein ought to be strictly construed by 
all the departments and agents of the Government, and 
it is inexpedient and dangerous to exercise doubtful con- 
stitutional powers. 

4. That the Constitution of the United States, ordained 
to form a more perfect Union, to establish Justice and 
secure the blessings of Liberty, expressly denies to the 
General Government ail power to deprive any person of 
life, liberty or property without due process of law ; and, 
therefore, the Government having no more power to 
malce a slave than to make a king, and no more power 
to establish Slavery than to establish a Monarchy, 
should at once proceed to relieve itself from all respon- 
sibility foVthe existence of Slavery, wherever it possesses 
constitutional power to legislate for its extinction. 

6. That, to the persevering and importunate demands 
of the Slave power for more Slave States, new Slave 
Territories and tlie nationaliaation of Slavery, our dis- 
tinct and final answer is— no more Slave States, no 
Slave Territory, no nationalized Slavery, and no national 
Legislation for the extradition of i^laves. 

6. That Slavery is a sin against God, and a crime 
against man, which no human enactment nor usage can 
make right ; and that Chiistianity, humanity, and patriot- 
ism alike demand its abolition. 

7. That the Fugitive Slave Act of 1S50, Is repugnant 
to the Constitution, to the principles of the common law, 
to the spirit of Cliristianity, and to the sentiments of 
the civilised world. We therefore deny its binding force 
upon the American people, and demand its immeaiate 
and total repeal. 

8. That the doctrine that any human law is a finality, 
and not subject to modification or repeal. Is not in 
accordance with the creed of the founders of our Govern- 
ment, and is dangerous to the liberties of the people. 

9. That the Acts of Congress, known as the Compro- 
mise Measures of 1850, by making the admission of a 
sovereign^tate contingent upon the adoption of other 
measures demanded by the special interest of Slavery ; 
by their omission to guarantee freedom in the free Terri- 
tories; by their attempt to impose unconstitutional 
limitations on the power of Congress and the people—to 
admit new States ; by their provisions for the assump- 
tion of five millions of the State debt of Texas, and for 
the payment of five millions more, and the cession of a 
large territory to the same State under menace, as an 
inducement to the relinquishment of a groundless claim, 
and by their invasion of the sovereignty of the States 
and the liberties of the people through the enactment 
of an unjust, oppressive, and uncomtitutional Fugitive 
Slave Law, are proved to be Inconsistent with all the 
principles and maxims of Democracy, and wholly inade- 
quate to the settlement of the questions of which they 
are clahned to be an adjustment. 



10. That no permanent settlement of the Slavery 
question can be looked for except in the practical r^ 
cognition of the truth that Slavery is sectional and Free- 
dom national ; by the total separation of the General 
Government from Plavery, and the exercise of iu legiti- 
mate and constitutional influence on the side of Free- 
dom ; and by leaving to the States the whole subject of 
Slavery and the extradition of fugitives from service. 

11. That all men have a natural right to a portion of the 
soil ; and that as the use of the soil is indispensable to 
life, the right of all men to the soil is as sacred as their 
right to life itself. 

12. That the Public Lands of the United States belong 
to the People, and should not be sold to individuaU nor 
granted to corporations, but should be held as a sacred 
trust for the benefit of the people, and should be granted 
in limited quantities, free of cost, to landless settlers^ 

IS. That a due regard for the Federal Constitution, 
a sound administrative policy, demand that the funds 
of the General Government be kept separate from Bank- 
ing Institutions ; that Inland and ocean postage should be 
reduced to the lowest possible point; that no more revenue 
should be raised than is required to defray the strictly 
necessary expenses of the public service, and to pay off 
the public Debt ; and that the power and patronage of the 
Government should be diminished, by the abolition of all 
■unnecessary offices, salaries, and privileges, and by the 
election, by the people, of all civil officers in the service 
of the United States, so far as may be consistent with 
the prompt and efficient transaction of the public busi- 
ness. 

14. That River and Harbor Improvements, when neces- 
sary to the safety and convenience of commerce with 
foreign nations, or among the several States, are objectg 
of national concern ; and it Is the duty of Congress, in 
the exercise of its constitutional powers, to provide for 
the same. 

15. That emigrants and exiles firom the old world 
should find a cordial welcome to homes of comfort and 
fields of enterprise in the new ; and every attempt to 
abridge their privilege of becoming citizens and owners 
of the soil among us, ought to be resisted with inflexible 
determination. 

16. That every nation has a clear right to alter or 
change its own government, and to administer its own 
concerns in such manner as may best secure the rights 
and promote the happiness of the people ; and foreign 
interference with that right is a dangerous violation of 
the law of nations, against which all independent govern- 
ments should protest, and endeavor by all proper means 
to prevent ; and especially is it the duty of the Ameri- 
can Government, representing the Chief Republic of 
the world, to protest against, and by all proper means 
to prevent the intervention of kings and emperors against 
Nations seeking to establish for themselves RepubUcaii 
or constitutional governments. 

17. That the Independence of Hayti ought to be 
recognized by our Government, and our commercial 
relations with it placed on the footing of the most 
favored nations. 

18. That as by the Constitution, " the citizens of each 
State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immuni- 
ties of citizens in the several States," the practice of 
imprisoning colored seamen of other States, while the 
vessels to which they belong lie in port, and refusing 
the exercise of the right to bring such cases before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, to test the legality 
of such proceedings, is a flagrant violation of the Con- 
stitution, and an invasion of the rights of the citizenli 
of other States utterly inconsistent with the professions 
made by the slaveholders, that they wish the provisions 
of the Constitution faithfully observed by every State 
in the Union. 

19. That we recommend the Introduction into all trea- 
ties hereafter to be negotiated between the United States 
and foreign nations, of some provision for the amicable 
settlement of difficulties by a resort to decisive arbi- 
trations. 

20. That the Free Democratic Party Is not organized 
to aid either the Whig or Democratic wing of the great 
Slave Compromise party of the nation, but to defeat them 
both ; and that repudiating and renouncing both, as 
hopelessly coiTupt, and utterly unworthy of confidence, 
the purpose of the Free Democracy is to take possession 
of the Federal Government, and administer it for the 
better protection of the rights and interests of the whole 
people. 

21. That we inscribe on our banner, Free Soil, Free 
Speech, Free Labor and Free Men, and under it will 
fight on and fight ever until a triumphant victory shall 
reward our exertions. 

22. That upon this Platform the Convention presents 
to the American people as a candidate for the office of 
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President of the United States, John P. Halv, of New- 
Hampshire, and as a candidate for the office of Vice- 
President of the United States, Gborqb W. Julian, of 
Indiana, and earnestly commend them to the support 
of all Freemen and all parties. 

The result of this contest was an overwhelm- 
ing triumph of the regular Democracy : Pierce 
and King carrying every State except Massachu- 
setts, Vermont, Kentucky, and Tennessee, which 
cast their votes for Gen. Scott. The Free Demo- 
cratic vote in several States would have given 
those States to Scott, bad it been cast for him. 



KEPUBLICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION— 

1856. 

This Convention met at Philadelphia on the 
17th of June, and chose Col. Henry S. Lane, of 
Indiana, as presiding officer. An informal bal- 
lot for President resulted as follows : 



States. 



a 
o 

i 



c 

11 



8 

14 

71 

9 

8 

89 



21 
19 



a 
S 

a 

StateN. b. 

Indiana 13 

Illinois 14 

Michigan 18 — 

Wisconsin 15 — 

Iowa 12 — 

Minnesota — 8 

Kansas 9 — 

Nebraska — 8 

Kentucky 6 — 

California. 12 — 

859 196 



Maine, 18 

New-Hampshire.. 15 

Vermont 15 

Massachusetts.... 89 
Rhode Island.. . 12 

Connecticut 13 

New-York 98 

New-Jersey T 

Pennsylvania.... 10 

Delaware — 

Maryland. 4 

Ohio 80 

New- York also gave two vote« for Sumner 
and one for Seward. 

Col. John C. Fremont was thereupon unani- 
mously nominated. 

William L. Dayton was nominated for Vice- 
President, receiving, on the inlbrmal ballot, 
259 votes to 48 for David Wilmot; llt> for 
Abraham Lincoln ; 7 for Thomas Ford ; 35 for 
Charles Sumner; 4 for Cassius M. Ciay ; 15 for 
Jacob CoUamer ; 2 for J. \i. Giddings ; 2 for 
W. F. Johnston ; 46 for N. P. Banks ; 1 for A. 
0. M. Pennington ; 5 for Henry Wilson ; 9 for 
John A. King ; 3 for Henry C. Carey ; and 8 for 
Gen. S. C. Pomeroy of Kansas. A formal bal- 
lot was then taken, when Mr. Dayton was nomi- 
nated unanimously. 

The Convention adopted the following 

PLATFORM : 

This Convention of Delegates, assembled in pursuance 
of a call addressed to the people of the United States, 
without regard to past political differences or divisions, 
who are opposed to the repeal of the Missouri Compro- 
mise, to the policy of the present Administration, to the 
extension of Slavery into Free Territory ; in favor of 
admitting Kansas as a Free State, of restoring the action 
of the Federal Government to the principles of Washing- 
ton and Jefferson, and who purpose to unite in present- 
ing candidates for the offices of President and Vice- 
Pi esident, do resolve as follows : 

Resolved^ That the maintenance of the principles pro- 
mulgated in the Declaration of Independence and 
embodied In the Federal Constitntion is essential to the 
preservation of our Republican Institutions, and that 
the Federal Constitution, the rights of the States, and 
the Union of the States, shall be preserved. 

Ji6«olv6d^ That with our republican fathers we hold it 
to be a self-evident truth, that all men are endowed with 
the inalienable rights to life, liberty, and Uie pursuit of 
happiness, and that the primary object and ulterior de- 
signs of our Federal Government were, to secure these 
*ights to all persons within its exclusive Jurisdiction; 
that, as our republican fathers, when they had abolished 
Slavery in all our national tenitory, ordained that no 



person should be deprived of life, liberty or property 
without due process of law, it becomes our duty to main- 
tain this provision of the Constitution against all attempts 
to violate it for the purpose of establishing Slavery in 
any territory of the United States, by positive legislation, 
prohibiting its existence or extension the ein. That we 
deny the authority of Congress, of a territo.iul legisla- 
ture, of any individual or association of individuals, to 
give legal existence to Slavery in any territory of the 
United States, while the present Constitution shall be 
ma'ntalned. 

It^Huhedy That the Constitution confers upon Congress 
sovereign power over the territories of the United States 
for their government, and that in the exoiciso of tliia 
power it is both the right and the duty of Congress to 
prohibit in the territorie:^ those twin relics of barbarism 
— Polygamy and Slavery. 

Retolved, That while the Constitution of the United 
States was ordained and established by the people in 
order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de« 
fense, and secure the blessings of liberty, and contains 
ample provisions for the protection of the life, liberty 
and property of every citizen, the dearest constitutional 
rights of the people of Kansas have been fraudulently 
and violently taken from them— their territory has been 
invaded by an ai-med force — spurious and pretended 
legislative. Judicial and executive officera have been set 
over them, by whose usurped authority, sustained by the 
military power of the Government, tyrannical and un* 
constitutional laws have been enacted and enforced — 
the lights of the people to keep and bear arms have 
been infringed — ^test oaths of an extraordinary and en- 
tangling nature have been imposed, as a condition of 
exercising the rigl)t of suffrage and holding office — the 
right of an accused person to a speedy and public trial 
by an impartial jury has been denied— the right of the 
people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers and 
effects against unreasonable searches and seizures has 
been violated — they have been deprived of life, liberty 
and property without due process of law— that the free- 
dom of speech and of the press has been abridged — the 
right to choose their representatives has been made of 
no effect— murders, robberies and arsons have been insti- 
gated and encouraged, and the offenders have been 
allowed to go unpunished— that all these things hare 
been done with the knowledge, sanction and procure- 
ment of the present Administration, and that for this 
liigh crime against the Constitution, the Union and Hu- 
manity, we arraign the Administration; the President, hia 
advisers, agents, supporters, apologists and accessories, 
either before or after the facts, before the country and 
before the world, and that it is our fixed purpose to 
bring the actual perpetrators of these atrocious outrages, 
and their accomplices, to a sure and condign punishment 
hereafter. 

Resolved, That Kansas should be immediately admit- 
ted as a State of the Union, with her present free Consti- 
tution, as at once the most effectual way of securing to 
her citizens the enjoyment of the rights and privileges to 
which they are entitled ; and of ending the civil strife 
now raging in her territory. 

Resolved^ That the highwayman's plea, that " might 
makes right," embodied in the Ostend Circular, was in 
every respect unworthy of American diplomacy, and 
would bring shame and dishonor upon any government 
or people that gave it their sanction. 

lietfolved. That a railroad to the Pacific Ocean, by the 
most central and practicable route, is imperatively de- 
manded by the interests of the whole country, and that 
the Federal Government ought to render immediate and 
efficient aid in its construction; and, as an auxiliary 
thereto, the immediate construction of an emigrant route 
on the line of the railroad. 

Resolved^ That appropriations by Congress for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors, of a national charac- 
ter, required for the accommodation and security of our 
existing commerce, are authorized by the Constitution, 
and Justified by the obligation of government to protect 
the lives and property of its citizens. 

This contest resulted in the election of the 
Democratic nominees, Buchanan and Breckin- 
ridge, who received the electoral votes of 

New-Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 27; Delaware, 8; Vir- 
ginia, 16; North Carolina, 10; South Carolina, 8; 
Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mississippi, 7: Louisiana, 6; 
Tennessee, 12 ; Kentucky, 12; Indiana, 18; Illinois, 11; 
Missouri, 9; Arkansas, 4; Florida, 8; Texas, 4; Califor- 
nia, 4.— 174. 

For Fremont and Dayton : Maine, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 
5; Vermont, 5; Massachusetts, 18; Rhode Island, 4' 
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Ck>nnecticiit, 6 ; New-Tork, S5; Ohio, 28; Michigan, 6; 
Iowa, 4 ; Wisconsin, 5—114. 

Fillmore and Donelson, Maryland, 8. 



AMERICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION— 

1856. 

The American National Council met in Phila- 
delphia February 19, 1856. All the States ex- 
cept four or five were represented. E. B. 
Bartlett, of Ky., President of the National Coun- 
cil presided, and, after a rather 8t|wny session 
of three days, devoted mainly to tim discuf^sion 
of a Party Platform, the following, on the 21st, 
was adopted : 

AMERICAN PLATFOBM. 

1. An humble acknowledgment to the Supreme Being, 
for bis protecting care vouchsafed to our fathers in their 
successful Revolutionary struggle, and hitherto mani- 
fested to us, their descendants, in the preservation of 
the liberties, the independence, and the union of these 
States. 

2. The perpetuation of the Federal Union and Consti- 
tution, as the palladium of our civil and religious liber- 
ties, and the only sure bulwarks of American Indepen- 
dence. 

8. Americans tnuet rule Afneriea ; and to this end 
naUve-hom citizens should be selected for all State, 
Federal and municipal offices of government employ- 
ment, in preference to ail others. JfevertheleM^ 

4. Persons bom of American parents residing tempo- 
rarily abroad, should be entitled to all the rights of 
native-born citixens. 

5. No person should be selected for political station 
(whether of native or foreign birth), who recognizes any 
allegiance or obligation of a^^v description to any foreign 
prince, potentate or power^^- who reftises to recognize 
the Federal and State Constitutions (each within its 
sphere) as paramount to all other lavs, as rules of polit- 
ical action. 

6. The unqualified recognition and maintenance of the 
reserved rights of the several States, and the cultivation 
of harmony and fraternal good will between the citizens 
of the several States, and to this end, non-interference 
by Congress with questions appertaining solely to the 
individual States, and non-intervention by each State 
with the affairs of any other State. 

7. The recognition of the right of native-born and 
naturalized citizens of the United States, permanently 
residing in any territory thereof, to frame their constitu- 
tion Mid laws, and to regulate their domestic and social 
affairs in their own mode, subject only to the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution, with the privilege of admis- 
sion into the Union whenever they have the requisite 
population for one Representative in Congress : Pro- 
€ided^ 'always^ that none but those who are ci'izens of 
the United States, under the Constitution and laws 
thereof, and who have a fixed residence in any such 
Territory, ought to participate in the forraation of the 
Constitution, or in the enactment of laws for said Terri- 
tory or State. 

8. An enforcement of the ptinciples that no State or 
Territory ought to admit others than citizens to the r^ht 
of suffrage, or of holding political ofiices of the United 
Slates. 

9. A chtoge in the laws of naturalization, making a 
continued residence of twenty-one years, of all not here- 
tofore provided for, an indispensable requisite for citizen- 
ship hereafter, and excluding all paupers, and persons 
convicted of crime, from landing upon our shores ; but 
no interference with the vested rights of foreigners. 

10. Opposition to any union between Church and 
State; no interference with religious faith or worship, 
and no test oaths for office. 

11. Free and thorough investigation into any and all 
alleged abuses of public functionaries, and a strict econ- 
omy in public expenditures. 

12. The maintenance and enfajrcement of all laws con- 
fltitutionally enacted until said laws shall be repealed, 
or shall be declared null and void by competent Judicial 
authority. 

18. Opposition to the reckless and unwise policy of the 
pi-esent Administration in the general management of 
our national affairs, and more especially as shown in re- 
moving '* Americans " (by designation) and Conserva- 
tives in principle, from office, and placing foreigners and 
UUraidU in their places ; as shown in a truckling subser- 



viency to the stronger, and an Insolent and cowardly 
bravado toward • the weaker powers ; as shown in re- 
opening sectional agitation, by the repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise ; as shown in granting to unnaturalized for- 
eigners the right of 8uin*age In Kansas and Nebraska ; as 
shown in its vacillating course on the Kansas and Ne- 
braska question ; as shown in the corruptions which per- 
vade some of the Departments of the Government ; as 
shown in disgracing meritorious naval officers through 
prejudice or caprice : and as shown in the blundering 
mismanagement of our foreign relations. 

14. Therefore,. to remedy existing«' evils, and prevent 
the disastrous consequences otherwise resulting there- 
from, we would build up the '* American Party " upon 
the principles here*n before stated. 

15. That each State O'luncil shall have authority to 
amend their several constitutions, so as to abolish the 
several degrees and substitute a pled^^ of honor, instead 
of other obligations, for fellowship and admission into 
the party. 

16. A free and open discussion of all political princi- 
ples embraced in our Platform. 

On the following day (Feb. 22,) the American 
NHtioiial Noniiuatiug Convention, composed 
mostly of the flame gentlemen who had deliber- 
ated as the National Council, organized at Phila- 
delphia, with 227 delegates in attendance, 
Maine, Vermont, Georgia, and South Carolina, 
being ihe only States not represented. Ephrafm 
Marsii, of New-Jersey, was chosen to preside, 
and the Convention remained in session till the 
25th, and, after disposing of several cases of 
contested seats, discussed at considerable length, 
and with great warmth, the question of the 
power of the National Council to establish a 
Platform for the Convention, which should be 
of binding force upon that body. Finally, Mr. 
Killinger, of Pennsylvania, proposed the fol- 
lowing : 

Resolved^ That the National Council has no authority 
to prescribe a Platform of principles for this Nominating 
Convention, and that we will nominate for President and 
Vice-President no man who is not in favor of interdict- 
ing the introduction of Slavery into Territory north 86* 
80' by congressional action. 

A motion to lay this resolution on the table 
was adopted, 141 to 59. A motion was then 
made to proceed to the nomination of a candi* 
date for President, which was carried, 151 to 
51, the Anti-Slavery delegates, or North Ameri- 
cans, as they were called, voting in the nega- 
tive, and desiring to postpone the nomination. 
But being beaten at all points, they (to the num« 
ber of about 60) either withdrew or refused to 
take any further part in the proceedings of the 
Convention, and m^ny of them subsequently 
supported Col. Fremont for President. 

An informal ballot was then taken for Presi- 
dent, which resulted as follows : 

M. Fillmore, of N.Y..... 71 I John Bell, Tennessee... 5 

Kenneth Kaynor, N. C. 2 



George Law, N. Y 27 

Garrett Davis, Ky 18 

John McLean, Ohio.... 7 

R. P. Stockton, N. J i8 

Sam. Houston, Texas.. . tf 



Erastus Brooks, N. Y 2 

Lewis D. Campbell, Ohio. 1 
John M. Clayton, Del.... 1 



A formal ballot was then taken, when Mr. 
Fillmore was nominated as follows : 

Fillmore, 179; Law, 24; Raynor, 14; McLean, 18; 
Davis, 10; Houston, 8. 

Necessary to a choice, 122. 

Millard Fillmore was then declared to be the 
nominee. 

A ballot was then taken for Vice-President, 
and Andrew Jackson Donelson, of Tennessee, 
was nominated as follows : 

A. J. Donelson, Ten., 181; Percy Walker, Ala., 8 
Henry J. Gardner, Mass., 8 ; Kenneth Raynor, N. 0., 8 

Mr. Donelson was then declared to be v<^'- * 
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§ -S c8 S 1^ ^ S 

& n 6 a » c d 

Bfainc 10 — — 6 — — — 

NcW' Hampshire. 1 — — 9 — — — 

Vermont — — — 10 — — — 

Massachusetts. ...13 — — 8 — — — 

Rhode Island.... 1 — 16 i — — 

Connecticut..... 14 2 4 — — 1 

New-York 70 — — — — _ — 

New- Jersey 6 — — 8 — 1 — 

Pennsylvania.... — — — 68 8 — — 

Maryland 8 — — 9 — — • — 

Delaware — — — 6 — — — 

Virginia 8 — — 14 — — — 

Kentucky 6 — 4 18 _ ~ _ 

Ohio — — 16 29 8 — — 

Indiana — — - — 86 — — — 

Missouri — 18 — — — ... _ 

Michigan 18 -- — — — — — 

Illinois — — — 28 — — — 

Texas 6 — — — — — — 

Wisconsin 10 — — — — -, — 

Iowa 8 — f 6^ . ^ _ 

California 8 — — — _ — _ 

Minnesota 8— — — — — — 

Oregon 1 — — 4 — — — 

TerrHorie$. 

Kansas 6 — — — — — — 

Nebraska 8 — 8 1 —. — — 

Dist. of Columbia 8 ^» ~ — _ — _ 

180 88 24i 881i 6 T 1 

This gave Lincoln 231} votes, or within 2} of 
a nomination. 

Before the result was announced, Mr. Cart- 
ter, of Ohio, said — I rise, Mr. Chairman, to an- 
nounce the change of four votes from Ohio, 
from Mr. Chase to Abraham Lincoln. 

This announcement, giving Mr. Lincoln a 
majority, was greeted by the audience with the 
most enthusiastic and thundering applause. 

Mr. McCrillis, of Maine, making himself heard, 
said that the young giant of the West is now of 
age. Maine casts for him her Id votes. 

Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, changed the 
vote of that State, giving 18 to Mr. Lincoln and 
8 to Mr. Seward. 

Mr. B. Gratz Brown, of Missouri, desired to 
change the 18 votes of Missouri to the gallant son 
of the West, Abraham Lincoln. Iowa, Con- 
necticut, Kentucky, and Minnesota also changed 
their votes. The result of the third ballot was 
announced : 

Whole number of votes cast 466 

Necessary to a choice 234 

Abraham Lincoln had received 854, and was 
declared duly nominated. 

On motion of Wm. M. Evarts, of New- York, 
seconded by Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, the 
nomination was then made unanimous. 

On motion of Mr. Evarts, of New-Tork, the 
Convention now took a recess till 5 o*clock, to 
afford time for consultation as to Vice-President. 

At 5 o'clock the Convention reassembled, 
listened to nominations, and then proceeded to 
ballot. 

The following is a record of the ballotings for 
Vice-President : 

[Note. — Col.Fremont had sent a letter by one 
of the delegates from California, withdrawing 
his name from the list of candidates for Presi- 
dent. This letter was published before the 
meeting of the Convention.] 
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racST BALLOT. 

SUUeB, 5 . ,: g B* C c 

S .« -o 5 fl -e fe S 

Maine — • — — — 16 — — — 

New-Hampshire... — — — — 10 — — — 

Vermont — — — — 10 — — , — 

Massachusetts.... — 20 1 1 1 — — — 

Rhode Island.. ..— — — — 8 — — — 

Connecticut 2 1— 8 6 — — — 

New-York 9 4 8 11 86 1 8 — 

New-Jersey 1 — 7 — « — — — 

Pennsylvania... . 4i 2^24 7 11 ~ — 8 

Maryland 8 — — 1 8 — 

Delaware g — -. i 8 — .— — 

Virginia 28 — — — — — 

Kentucky 88 — — — — — — — 

Ohio ........••••. ~~ —" —" ~~ 48 ~~ ^~ ^~ 

Indiana 18 — — — g — — — 

Miasouri — 9 — 9 — — — — 

Michigan 4 — — — g — 

Illinois 8 — 16 8 8 

Wisconsin 6 — — — 6 — — — 

Iowa. — 1 1 — 6 — — — 

California — — — 8 — — — — 

MinnesoU 1 — — 1 6 — — — 

Oregon — 1 — 8 1 — — — 

Terrilorie$. 

&ansa8. ........ ..-" ~~ ^~ -^ ^"~ ^~ ^~ 

Nebraska 1 — — 6 — — — — 

Dist^of Columbia.. 8 — — — — — — — 

Total lOU 88^61 68 194 1 8 8 

Total 461. Necessary to a choice, 282. 



THE SICOVO BILLOT. 

StatM, HMmlin. Ch»'. Hickman. 

Midne 16 

New-Hampshire.. 10 

Vermont 10 

Massachusetta 26 

Rhodelsland 8 

Connecticut 10 — \ 3 

New- York 70 

New-Jersey 14 — 

Pennsylvania 64 — ' 

Maryland 10 1 

Delaware.: 6 — 

Virginia — 28 

Kentucky , — 28 

Ohio 46 — 

Indiana 18 14 

Missouri 18 5 

Michigan 8 4 

Illinoia 20 2 

Texas — 6 

Wisconsin. 6 6 

Iowa 8 — 

California 7 1 

Minnesota 7 1 

Oregon 8 — 2^ 

Kansas.. 8 1 ]( 

Nebraska — — 6 

District of Golumbla 8 — _ 

Total 867 86 "is 

, Massachusetts withdrew the name of Mr. 
Banks, and cast 26 votes for Mr. Hamlin. 

Pennsylvania withdrew the name of Gov. 
Reeder, and cast 54 votes for Mr. Hamlin. 

On motion of Mr. Blakey, of Kentucky, the 
nomination was made unanimous. 

Mr. J. R. Giddingfi, of Ohio, offered and the 
Convention adopted the following : 

Se»olvtd^ That we deeply sympathise with these men 
■who have been driven, some ft*om their native States and 
others from the States of their adoption, and are now 
exiled ftom their homes on account of their opinions ; 
and we hold the Democratic party responsible for the 
gross violations of that clause of the Constitution which 
declares that citizens of each State shall be entitled to 
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of thej 
several States. 
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Mr. Asliraun made a brief speech, and the 
Convention adjourned sine c^i^, with nine hearty 
cheers for the ticket. 

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE. 

The Convention previous to its adjournment 

made choice of the following gentlemen as the 

National Committee for the next four years : 

Maine — Charles J.^u.man, Brunswick. 
y^ew-Harnptihire—GBOBQK O. Fogg, Concord. 
> Vertnont — Lawrbhgb Braimard, St. Albana. 
JfoMocAtMe^te— JoHX Z. Goodrich, Stockbridge. 
lihode Jalandr—TBOUka G. Turmbr, Providence. 
Oon/nscticut — Gidron Wrllbs, Hartford. 
Ji&w- York — Eowof D. Morgan, Albany. 
Jieto^ertey—'DsumsQ IXukr, N. T. City. 
Fennsylvania — ^Edward McPhbrsov, Gettysburg 
Detoioo^rtf-^NATHANiBL B. Smithbrs, Dover. 
MarylandA-jAViea V. Wagner, Baltimore. 
Virginia — Alfred Caldwell, Wheeling. 
Ohio — Thomas Spooner, Reading, Hamilton Co. 
Jndiixna — Solomon Meredith, Centerville. 
JUinois — Norman B. Judd, CUcago. 
MicMffon — Austin Blair, Jackson. 
Wisoonein—CABh Schurz, Milwaukee. 
Icxwa — Andrew J. Stevens, Des Moines. 
Minnesota — John McKusick, Stillwater. 
Missofiri — Asa S. Jones, St. Louis. 
Kentucky — Cassius M. Clat, Whitehall 
OalifomiOr—D. W. Chessman, Orovllle. 
Oregon — ^W. Frank Johnson, Oregon C^ty. 
Kansas — William A. Phillips, Lawrence. 
Nebraska — 0. H. Irish, Nebraska City. 
Di9t. of Oohunbia, Joseph Gerhardt, Washington. 

At a meeting held in Chicago, May 18th, 
1860, the Committee organized by choosing the 
lion. E. D. Morgan, of New- York, Chairman, 
and George G. Fogg, of New-Hampshire, Secre- 
tary. Subsequently, the following persons were 
constituted the Executive Committee : 

E. D. Morgan, of New-York. 
Gideon Welles, of Connecticat. 
N. B. JuDD, of Illinois. 
Carl Schurz, of Wlscondn. 
John Z. Goodrich, of Maasachusetta. 
Denning Dubr, of New-Jersey. 
Geo. G. JPogo, of New-Hampshire. 

CONSTITUTIONAL UNION CONVENTION— 

1860. 

A Convention of Delegates, coming from 

twenty States, and claiming to represent the 

** Constitutional Union Party," met at Baltimore 

on the 9th of May, and nominated for President 

John Bell, of Tennessee, and for Vice-President 

Edward Everett, of Massachusetts. The ballot- 

ings for President resulted as follows : 

i>t. 

Edward Everett, . . 96 
Wm. L. Goggln,. . . 8 
Wm. A. Graham, . . 28 
Wm.L. Sharkey,.. 7 
Wm. C. Rives, ... 18 



2d. 



18 

8* 



l8t. 2d. 

John Bell, 6Si 188 

Sam. Houston, ... 57 69 
John M. Botts,.... 9^ 7 
John McLean,.... 21 1 
J. J. Crittenden, . . 28 1 

Necessary to a choice, 1st ballot, 128; second 
ballot, 127. 

The nomination of Mr. Bell was thereupon 
made unanimous. 

Mr. Everett was unanimously nominated for 
Vice-President. 

The Convention adopted the following as 
their 

PLATFQRH. 

Whereas, Experience has demonstrated that Plat- 
forms adopted by the partisan Conventions of the 
Country have had the effect to mislead and deceive the 
people, and at the same time to widen the political 
dlvteioDs of the country, by the creation aad encourage- 
meai of geographical and sectional parties ; therefore. 



Heeolved, That it Is both tha part of patriotism and 
of duty to recogniee no political principle other than 

THR COKSTITOTIOM OF TBI COCKTBT, THB UKION OF THR 

States and thb Enforckmbkt or thb Laws, and that, 
as representatives of the Constitutional Union men of 
the country in National Convention assembled, wo 
hereby pledge ourselves to maintain, protect and de- 
fend, separately and unitedly, these great principles of 
public liberty and national safety, against all enemies 
at home and abroad, believing that thereby peace may 
once more be restored to the country, the rights of the 
People and of the States reestablished, and the Govern- 
ment again placed in that condition, of Justice, fraternity 
and equality, which, under the example and Constitution 
of our fathers, has solemly bound every citizen of the 
United States to maintain a more perfect union, estab- 
lish Justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity. 



DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION— 1860. 

A Democratic National Convention assembled 
at Charleston, S. C, on the 23d of April, 1860, 
with full delegations present from every State 
in the Union, and double delegations from 
Illinois and New- York. One of the New- York 
delegations was elected by the State Nominating 
Convention which met at Syracuse the preced- 
ing autumn ; while its rivjil was elected by 
districts, and led by Fernando Wood, Mayor of 
the commercial emporium. From Illinois, one 
of the delegations was favorable to Senator 
Douglas, and the other opposed to that gentle- 
man. Tickets of admission were given by the 
National Committee to the former or *^Soft*' 
Delegation from New York, thus deciding, so 
far as their power extended, against the Wood 
or ** Hard'* contestants, -who were understood 
to be opposed to the nomination of Douglas. 

Francis B. Flournoy, of Arkansas, was cho- 
sen temporary chairman, and the Convention 
opened with an angry and stormy debate on the 
question of the disputed seats. Mr. Fisher, of 
Va., presented a protest from Mayor Wood, 
on behalf of his delegation, against their 
exclusion from the Hall. The reading of the 
protest was ruled out of order, and, after a 
wrangling debate, committees were appointed 
on Permanent Organization and Credentials, 
and the communication of Mavor Wood was 
referred without reading to the latter. 

On the following day, the Committee on 
Organization reported the name of Caleb Cush- 
ing, of Mass.« for President, with one Vice- 
President and one Secretary from each State, 
which report was adopted. They also reported 
a rule ** that in any State in which \l has not 
** been provided or directed by its State Con- 
**vention how its vote may be given, the 
** Convention will recognize the right of each 
*« delegate to cast his individual vote." Which 
was also adopted. 

A Committee on Resolutiofis and Platform 
was now appointed ; and it was Toted that no 
ballot for President and Vice-President sliould 
be taken till after the adoption of a Platform. 
Adjourned. 

On the following day, the only progress made 
by the Convention was the settlement of the 
question of contested seats, by confirming the 
sitting delegates; that is, the ** Softs" from 
New-York, and the Douglas men from Illinois. 
On the 26th, no progress was made, though 
there was much angry debate and many threats 
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of boiling OD the part of delegates from the 
Cotton States, unless their views in regard to 
Platform should be adopted. 

On the 27th, the Platform Committee, failing 
to agree, presented an assortment of Platforms, 
from which the Convention was expected to 
make its selection. The majority report, pre- 
sented by Mr. Avery, of N. C, was as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Platform adopted at Cincinnati be 
a£Brmed, with the following resolution: 

That the National Democracy of the Ucitcd States 
hold these cardinal principles on the subject of Slavery 
in the Territories : First, tliat Congress has no power to 
abolish Slavery in the Territories ; second, that the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature has no power to abolish Slavery in 
the Territories, nor to prohibit the introduction of slaves 
therein, nor any power to destroy or impair the right of 
property in slaves by any legislation whatever. 

Jtesolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures 
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave 
Law are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitu- 
tion, and revolutionary in their effects. 

liesolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to protect the rights of person and property on the 
high seas, in the Territories, or wherever else its Jurisdic- 
tion extends. 

Resolved, That it b the duty of the Government of 
the United States to afford protection to naturalized 
citizens from foreign countries. 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Government of 
the United States to acquire Cuba at tlie earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 

The principal minority report, which was pre- 
sented by Mr. Henry B. Payne, of Ohio, and 
signed by the members of the conmiiitee 
from Maine, New-Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New- Jersey, Ohio, Indiann, 
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, 
New-York, and Pennsylvania, (all the Free 
States except California, Oregon, and Massachu- 
setts), reaffirmed the Cincinnati Platform ; de- 
clared that all rights of property are judicial in 
their character, and that the Democracy pledge 
themselves to defer to the decisions of the 
Supreme Court on the subject ; ample protec- 
tion to citizens, native or naturalized, at home 
or abroad ; aid to ** a Pacitic Railroad ;" the 
acquisition of Cuba, and that all State resistance 
to the Fugitive Slave Law is revolutionary and 
subversive of the Constitution. 

Gen. Benj. F. Butler, of Massachusetts, pre- 
sented another minority report, reaffirming the 
Cincinnati Platform, and declaring Democnuic 
principles unchangeable in their nature uhen 
applied to the same subject matter, and only 
recommending, in addition to the Cincinnati 
Platfoyn, a resolution for the protection of all 
citizens, whether native or naturalized. 

Mr. Payne stated that his report, although a 
minority one, represented one hundied and 
seventy-two electoral votes, while the majority 
report represented only one hundred and 
iwentv-seven electoral votes. 

Mr. James A. Bayard (U. S. Senator), of Dela 
wiH-e, presented another series of resolutions, as 
follows: 

The first affirmed the Cincinnati Platform. 

The second decbrcd that Territorial Govern- 
ments sire provisional and temporary, and that 
(luring their existence all citizens of the United 
Sti tes have an equal right to settle in the Terri- 
tories without their rights of either person or 
property being destroyed or impaired by Con- 
gressioitiil or Territorial legislation^ 

The third, that it is the duty of the Govern- 



ment to protect the rights of persons or pro- 
perty on the high seas, in the Territories, or 
wherever else its constitutional authority ex- 
tends. 

The fourth that, when the settlers in a Terri- 
tory have adequate population to form a State 
Constitution, the right of Sovereignty com- 
mences, and, being consummated by their ad- 
mission into the Union, they stand upon an 
equal footing with the citizens of other States, 
and that a State thus organized is to be admit- 
ted into the Union, Slavery or no Slavery. 

The day was spent in fierce debate, without 
coming to a vote on any of these various propo- 
sitions. 

On the 28th, Senator Wm. Bigler, of Penn- 
sylvania, moved that the majority and minority 
reports be recommitted to the Convention, with 
instructions to report in an hour, the following 
resolutions : 

Reeolved, That the Platform adopted by the Demo- 
cratic party at Cincinnati be alfirmed, with the following 
explanatory resolution : 

Retiol/oedy That the Government of a Territory, or- 
ganized by an act of Congress, is provisional and tempo- 
rary, and, during its existence, all citisens of the United 
States have an equal right to settle in the Territory, 
without their rights, either of person or property, be.ng 
destroyed or impaired by CongressionsCl or Teriiturial 
Legislation. 

Resolved, That the Democratic party stands pledged 
to the doctrine that it is the duty of Govemuieut to 
maintain all the constitutional rights of property, of 
whatever kind, in the Territories, and to enforce all the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in reference tliereto. 

RettoVoed, That it is the duty of the United States to 
afford ample and complete protection to all its citizens, 
whtrther at home or abroad, and whether native or 
foreign. 

Resolved, That one of the necessities of the age, in a 
military, commercial and postal point of view, is speedy 
communication between the Atlantic and Pacific States ; 
and the Democratic Party pledge such Constitutional 
Government aid as will insure the construction of a 
railroad to the Pacific coast at the earliest practical 
period. 

Resolved, That the Democratic Party are in favor of 
the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as 
shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain. 
' Renolved, That the enactments of State Legislaturea 
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fug.tive :siave 
Law, ate hostile in character, subversive of the Couiiii- 
tutiou, and revolutionary in their effect. 

Mr. Bigler moved the previous question. 

Mr. VV. Montgomery (M. C), of Pennsylvania, 
moved to lay Mr. Bigler's motion on the table. 
He did not regard as a compromise a proposi- 
tion for a Congressional Slave Code and the 
reopening of the African Slave Trade ; but, 
learning that the adoption of his motion would 
have the effect of tabling the whole subject, he 
withdrew it. A division of the question was 
called for, and the vote was first taken on the 
motion to recommit, which was carried, 152 to 
151; but the proposition to instruct the com- 
mittee was laid on the table, 242^ to 56 J, as 
follows : 

Ybas.— Maine, 8; New-Hampshire, 6; Vermont, 6; 
Massachusetts, 124; Ithpde Island, 4; Connecticut, 5; 
New-York, 85; Pennsylvania, 8; Delaware, 8; Mary- 
land, 51 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 10; South Caro- 
lina, 8; Georgia, 10; Florida, 8; Alabama, 9; Louisi- 
ana, 6; Mississippi,?; Texas, 4; Arkansas, 4; Missouri, 
'4; Kentucky, 5; Ohio, %i; Indiana, 18; Illinois, 11; 
Michigan, 6; Iowa, 4; Minnesota, 4; California, 8i — 

242K 

Nats. — ^Massachusetts, i ; Connecticut, 1 ; New-Jersey, 
7; Pennsylvania, 15; Maryland, 24; Missouri, 9; Ten- 
nessee, 11; Kentucky, 7; Indiana, 6; Wisconsin, 5; 
California, i ; Oregon, 8-^^. 

Subsequently, on the same day, Mr. Avery, 
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^ .iity of the Committee on Platform, 
reported the following : 

Resolved,, That the platform adopted by the Democratic 
party at Cinchmatl be affirmed, with the following ex- 
planatory Resolutions : 

I'iraL That the government of a Territory organised by 
an act of Congress, is provisional and temporary ; and, 
during its existence, all citizens of the United States have 
an equal right to settle with their property in the Territory 
without their rights, either of person or property, being des- 
troyed or impaired by congressional or territoriiU legislation. 

/Second. That it is the duty of the Federal Government, 
in all its departments, to protect, when necessary, the 
rights of persons and property in the Territories, and 
wherever else its constitutional authority extends. 

Thii'd. That when the settlers in a Territory having an 
adequate population form a State Constitution, the right 
of sovereignty commences, and, being consummated by 
admission into the Union, they stand on an equal foot- 
ing with the people of other States ; and the State thus 
organised ought to be admitted into the Federal Union, 
whether its constitution prohibits or recognizes the institu- 
tion of Slavery. 

Fourth. That the Democratic party are in favor of the 
acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall 
be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain, at the earliest 
practicable moment. 

F-ft/i. That the enactments of State legislatures to de- 
feat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave Law, are 
hostile in character, subversive of the Constitution, and 
revolutionary in their effect. 

Sio»ih. That the Democracy of the United States recog- 
nize it as the imperative duty of this Government to pro- 
tect the naturalized citizen in all his rights, whether at 
home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its native- 
born citizens. 

Wkerean, one of the greatest necessities of the age, in a 
political, commercial, postal and military point of view, is 
a speedy communication between the Pacific and Atlan- 
tic coasts : Therefore be it 

Besolced, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge 
themselves to use every means in their power to secure the 
passage of some bill, to the extent of the constitutional 
authority of Congress, for the construction of a Pacific 
Railroad, from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, 
at the earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. Avery took the floor, and spoke at length 
in favor of his report, and in the course of his 
remarks 8uid : 

I have stated that wo demand at the hands of our 
Northern brethren upon this floor that the great principle 
which we cherish should be recognized, and in that view I 
speak the common sentiments of our constituents at home ; 
and I intend no reflection upon those who entertain a differ- 
ent opinion, when I say that the results and ultimate conse- 
qnences to the Southern States of this confederacy, if the 
Popular Sovereignty doctrine be adopted as the doctrine 
of the Democratic party, would be as dangerous and sub- 
versive of their rights as tlie adoption of the principle of 
Congressional Intervention or prohibition. We say that, in 
a contest for the occupation of the Territories of the United 
States, the Southern men encumbered with slaves cannot 
compete with the Emigrant Aid Society at the North. We 
say that the Emigrant Aid Society can send a voter to one 
of the Territories of the United States, to determine a 
question reUiting to slavery, for the sum of $200, while it 
would cost the &k)uthern man the sum of $1500. We say, 
then, that wherever there is competition between the 
South and North, that the North can and will, at less ex- 
pense and difficulty, secure power, control and dominion 
over the Territories of the Federal Government ; and if, 
then, you establish the doctrine that a Territorial Legisla- 
ture which may be established by Congress in any Terri- 
tory has the right, directly or indirectly, to affect the Insti- 
tution of Slavery, then you can see that the Legislature by 
its action, either directly or indirectly, may finally ex- 
clude every man firom the slaveholding States as ef- 
fectually as if you had adopted the Wilmot Proviso out 
and out 

But we are told that, in advocating the doctrine we now 
do, we are violating the principles of the Cincinnati plat- 
form. They say that the Cincinnati platform Is a Popular 
Sovereignty platform ; that it was intended to present and 
practically enforce that great principle. Now, we who 
made this report deny that this is the true construction of 
the Cincinnati platform. We of the South say that when 
we voted for the Cincinnati platform we understood, from 
the fact that the Territories stand in the same position as 
the District of Columbia, that non-interference and non- 
intervention h3 the Territories was that same sort of non- 
interference and non-intervention forbidden in the Dis- 



trict of Columbia. Now, we maintain that Confess has 
no right to prohibit or abolish Slavery in the District of 
Columbia. Why? Because it is an existing institution. 
It becomes the duty of Congress under the Constitution to 
protect and cherish the right of property in slaves in that 
District, because the Constitution does not give them the 
power to prohibit or establish Slavery. Every session of 
Congress, Northern men. Southern men, men of all par^ 
Ues, are leglslaUng to protect, cherish and uphold the insd-^ 
tutlon of Slavery m the District of Columbia 

It is said that the Cincinnati platform is ambiguous, and 
that we must explain it. At the South, we have main* 
tained that It had no ambiguity; that it did not mean 
Popular Sovereignty ; but our Northern friends say that 
it does mean Popular Sovereignty. Now, If we are 
going to expUdn It and to declare its principles, I say 
let us either declare them openly, boldly, squarely, 
or let us leave it as it Is in the Cincinnati Platform. I 
want, and we of the South want, no more doubtful plat- 
forms upon this or any other quesdon. We desire that 
this Convention should take a bold, square stand. What 
do the minority of the committee propose ? Their soludon 
is to leave the quesdon to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, and agree to abide by any decidon that may be 
made by that tribunal between the citizens of a Territory 
upon the subject. Why, gentlemen of the minority, you 
cannot help yourselves. That is no concession to us. 
There is no necessity for putting that in the platform, be- 
cause I take it for granted that you are all law-abiding^ 
citizens. Every gentleman here from a non-slaveholding 
State is a law-abiding cidzen ; and if he. be so, why we 
know that when there is a decision of the Supreme Court, 
even adverse to his views, he will submit to it. . . . . 

You say that this is a judicial quesdon. We say that 
it is not. But if It be a Jucficlal question, it is immaterial tc 
you how the platform Is made, because all you will have to 
say is, ^* tills Is a judicial question ; the majority of the Con- 
vention were of one opinion ; I may entertain my own opin- 
ion upon the question; lettheSupreme Court settle it." . . 

Let us make a platform about which there can be no 
doubt, so that every man. North and South, may stand 
side by side on all Issues connected with Slavery, and ad- 
vocate the same principles. That is all we ask. All we 
demand at your hands is, that there shall be no equivoca- 
don and no doubt in the popular mind as to what our 
principles are. 

Mr. li. B. Payne, of Ohio, replied at length, 
and, in the coursse of his argument, said : 

The question of Slavery had distracted the Courts and 
the party since 1820, and we hoped by the Compromise 
measures of 1850, the Kansas law of 1854, and the Plat- 
form of 1852 and 1856, that the policy of the Democratic 
party was a united and settled policy in respect to Afri- 
can slavery. .... The Democracy of the Nortli 
have, throughout, stood by the South in vindication of 
their constitutional rights. For this they claim no 
credit. They have simply discharged Uielr constitutional 
duty; and, though some Southern Senators may rise in 
their places and stigmatize us as unsound and rotten, we 
say we have done It In good faith, and we challege contra- 
diction. We have supposed that this doctrine of Popular 
Sovereignty was a final settlement of the Slavery difficulty. 
You so understood It In the South. We are not claiming 
anything In our Platform but what the Cincinnati Platform 
was admitted to have established 

What was the doctrine of 1S60? Non-intervention by 
Congress with the question of Slavery, and the submission 
of the question of Slavery In tlie Territories, under the 
Constitution, to the People. . 

It is said that one construction has been ^ven to the 
Platfonn at the South and another at the Norvh. He 
could prove from the Congressional debates that from 
1850 to 1856 there was not a dissenting opinion expressed 
in Congress on this subject. 

To show that Squatter Sovereignty had heen 
generally accepted as the truer Democratic doc- 
trine, Mr. Payne quoted from eminent Southern 
Democratic Statesmen as follows : 

FROM A SPBECH OF HON. HOWBLL COBB, OF OKOROIA. 

" I stand upon a principle. I hold that the will of the 
majority of the people of Kansas should decide this 
question, and I say here to-night, before this people and 
before this country, that I, for one, shall abide the deci- 
sion of the people thei e. I hold to the right of the People 
to self-government. I am willing for them to decide this 
question.^* 

rROM TBJE 8AMB. 

" I would not plant Slavery upon the soil of any por- 
tion of God's earth against the will of the people. The 
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GoTernment of the United States should not force the 
institution of Slavery upon the people either of the 
' Territories,* or of the States against the will of the peo- 
ple, though my voice could bring about that result" 

VROX A SPBKCH OF VICR-PRESIDBVT BRBCKIHRIDOR. 

* " But those who hold that the Territorial Legislature 
cannot pass a law prohibiting Slavery, admit that>, unless 
the Territorial Legislature pass laws for its protection. 
Slavery will not go there. Therefore, practically, a 
majority of the people represented in the Territorial 
Legislature decides the question. Whether they decide 
it by prohibiting it, according to the one doctrine, or by 
refusing to pass laws to protect it, as contended for by 
the other party, is immaterial. The majority of the peo- 
ple, by the action of the Territorial Le^slature, will 
decide the question, and all must abide the decision when 



nOM TBI SAMB. 

^ But if non-intervention by Congress be the principle 
that underlies the Compromise of 1850, then the prohibi- 
tion of 1820, being inconsistent with that principle, should 
be removed, and perfect non-intervention thus be estab- 
lished by law. 

** Among many misrepresentations sent to the country 
by some of the enemies of th!s bill, perhaps none is more 
flagrant, than the charge that it proposes to legislate 
Slavery into Nebraska and Kansas. Sir, if the bill con- 
tained such a feature it would not receive my vote. The 
right to establish involves the correlative right to prohi- 
bit, and, denying both, I would vote for neither." 

PROM TBI 8AMB. 

" Upon the distracting question of domestic Slavery, 
their position is clear. The whole power of the Demo- 
cratic organization is pledged to the following proposi- 
tions : That Congress shall not interpose upon this sub- 
ject in the States, in the Territoi ies, or in the District of 
Columbia ; that tlie people of each Territory shall deter- 
mine the question for themselves, and be admitted into 
the Union upon a footing of perfect equality with the 
original States, without discrimination on account of the 
allowance or prohibition of Slavery." 

FROM A 8PBBCH BT HON. JAMR8 L. ORR, OP 8. C. 

** Now, I admit that there is a difference of opinion 
amongst Democrats as to whether this feature of Squat- 
ter Sovereignty be in the bill or not. But the great point 
upon which the Democratic party at Cincinnati rested 
was, that the government of the Territories had been 
transferred from Congress, and, carrying out the spirit 
and genius of our institutions, had been given to the 
people of the Territories." 

FROM A 8PKKCH BT HON. A. H. 8TRPHRH8, OF OBOROIA. 

** The whole question of Slavery or No Slavery was to 
be left to the people of the Territories, whether North 
or South of 86* 80', or any other line. The question was 
to be taken out of Congress, where it had been impro- 
pCily thrust from the beginning, and to be left to the 
people coticerned in the matter to decide for tlieuiselves. 
This, I say, was the position originally held by the South 
when the Missouri Restriction was at first proposed. The 
principle upon which that position rests, lies at the very 
foundation of all our Kepublican institutions : it is that 
the citizens of every distinct and separate community 
or State should have the right to govern themselves in 
their domestic matters as they please, and that they 
should be free from intermeddling restriction and 
arbitrary dictation on such matters, from any other 
Power or Government, in which they have no voice." 

Mr. Payne continued. But for consuming time, he 
could read for half an hour, to show that every eminent 
Southern man had held the same opinion on the doctrine 
of popular sovereignty. 

Mr. Payne would read from the Cincinnati Platform 
to show what it laid down. AU should be familiar 
with it i 

" The American Democracy recognize and adopt the 
principles contained in the organic laws, establishing the 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the 
only sound and safe solution of the * Slavery Question * 
upon which the great National idea of the People of this 
whole country can repose in its determined conserva- 
tism of the Union— non-interference by Congress with 
Slavery in State and Territory, or in the District of 
Columbia." 

They nominated Mr. Buchanan on that Platform, 
agreed on by the representatives of every State in the 
Union, as the ofiioial record would show. There was not 
one dissenting voice in the whole list of States. In cast- 
ing the vote of North Carolina, his friend, Mr. Avery, 



then acting as Chairman of his Delegation, and now pre- 
senting the majority report announced : 

" North Carolina gives ten votes for the Platform, and 
will give ten thousand majority in November." 

In his letter of acceptance, Mr. Buchanan, In an em- 
phatic and clear manner, thus expressed his views of 
this Platform: 

" The recent legislation of Congress respecting domes- 
tic Slavery, deiived, as it has been, from the original 
and pure fountain of legitimate political power, the will 
of the majority, promthcs, ere long, to allay the danger- 
ous excitement. This legislation is founded on pr.nci- 
ples as ancient as Ft ee government itself, and in accord- 
ance with them has simply declared that tfu people of a 
Territory, like iiuHte of a Utate^ shaU decide for then^ 
eekieSj wnetfier Slavery ehall or ehall not eo^t vyitftin 
their iintiuy 

Mr. Payne had extracts yet behind of speeches from 
Stephens, of Georgia, one of the most distinguished States- 
men of the South — from Mr. Benjamin, of Louisiana — 
Mason, of Virginia — more qualified, he admitted, but 
still emphatic. The trenator from Delaware, too, Mr. 
Bayard, had fully indorsed the doctrine of Popular 
Sovereignty. 

So had Mr. Badger, of North Carolina, and Judge 
Butler of South Carolina. Mr. Hunter of Virginia, cer- 
tainly one of the wisest and purest statesmen which the 
Democracy now numbers amongst her leaders in the 
land — he, also, says that the people shall have the right 
to decide on all questions relating to their domestic 
institutions. In his speech, he used these words, almost 
identical with the Platform of the minority : 

** The bill provides that the Legislatures of these Ter- 
ritories shall have power to legislate over all rightful 
subjects of legislation consistently with the Constitution. 
And, if they should assume powers which are thought to 
be inconsistent with the Constitution, the Courts will de- 
cide that question whenever it may be ra'.sed. There to 
a difference of opinion among the friends of this measure 
as to-tbe extent of the limits which the Constitution im- 
poses upon the Territorial Lej^latures. This bill pro- 
poses to leave these differences to the decision of the 
Courts. To that tribunal I am willing to leave this deci- 
sion, as it was once before proposed to be left by the 
celebrated Compromise of the Senator from Dels^are." 

He also read an extract of a similar character from a 
speech by Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, one of the boldest 
men on the floor of the American Senate, taking ground 
in favor of non-intervention by Congrebs. 

Need he accumulate these extracts to show that not a 
single statesman who has figured in Congress, of late 
yeai-s, but has taken this high ground? 

Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, presented the follow- 
ing report on behalf of the minority of the 
Platform Committee : 

1. Bewlved, That we, the Democracy of the Union, in 
Convention assembled, hereby declare our affirmance of 
the resolutions unanimously adopted and declared as a 
platform of principles by the Democratic Convention at 
Cincinnati, in the year 185d, believing that Democratic 
principles are unchangeable in their nature, when ap- 
plied to the same subject matters ; and we recommend 
as the only further resolutions the following : 

Inasmuch as differences of opinion exist in the Demo- 
cratic Party as to the nature and extent of tlie powers 
of a Territorial Legislature, and as to the powers and 
duties of Congress, under the Constitution of the United 
States, over the institution of Slavery within the Terri- 

2. BesoUoed, That the Democratic Party will abide by 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
on the questions of Constitutional law. 

8. Retsoi/ced, That it is the duty of the United States 
to afford ample and complete protection to all its citi- 
zens, whether at home or abroad, and whether native or 
foreign. 

4. JRewlvedt That one of the necessities of the age, in 
a military, commercial, and postal point of view, Is 
speedy communication between the Atlantic and Pacific 
States ; and the Democratic Party pledge such Constitu- 
tional Government aid as will insure the construction of 
a railroad to the Pacific coast, at the earliest prapticable 
period. 

5. Besolved, That the Democratic party are in favor 
of the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms 
as shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain. 

6. Beeolvedj That the enactments of State ^legislatures 
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave 
Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the CoDStU 
tu^on, and revolutionary in their effect. 

Gen. Butler, of Massachusetts, again reported 
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(as a minority) the Cincinnati Platform without 
alteration. 

It was evidentf even before the report 
of the majority was presented, that it would 
not be sustained by the Convention, though the 
Free-State majority evinced not only willing- 
ness but anxiety to conciliate their Southern 
brethren at any sacrifice not absolutely ruinous. 

The majority of the Convention, confident of 
their power to reject the majority report, were 
anxious for a vote ; but the minority seemed 
determined to stave off definite action for that 
day, and carried their point by a system cur- 
rently termed ^* filibustering,*' which would have 
done no discredit to the House of Representa- 
tives at Washington. The confusion and hub- 
bub which prevailed may be comprehended 
perhaps, by the following extract from the offi- 
cial report of the proceedings : 

BIr. Bigler obtained the floor, and desired to saggest 
to the Convention that, by common consent, and without 
any farther struggle, they should adjourn. (Cries of " I 
object r "I object!") 

Mr. Hunter, of Louisiana. — ^I appeal to my Democratic 
fHends of the South and my Democratie friends ft'om all 

parts of the Union (Cries of " order !" " order I" and 

the greatest disorder prevailing in the HalL) 

The President — ^The Chair begs leave, once for all, to 
state— and the Chair entreats the Convention to listen to 
this declaration— that it is physically impossible for the 
Chair to go on in a contest with six hundred men as to 
who shall cry out loudest ; and unless the Convention 
will come to order, and gentlemen take their places and 
proceed in order, the Ohair will feel bound in duty to 
the Convention as well as to himself, to leave the chair. 
(Applause.) The Chair will wait to see whether it is pos- 
sible to have order in the House. 

Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, appealed to the Convention to 
listen to a proposition of Mr. Hunter of Louisiana. 

The President. — The Chatr will entertain no motion 
until the Convention is restored to order, and when that 
is done, the Chair desires to malce another suggestion to 
the Convention. The Chair has already stated that it is 
physically impossible for him to go on with the business 
of the Convention, so long as one-half of the members 
are upon their feet and engaged in clamor of one sort or 
%nother. The Chair begs leave to repeat that he knows 
int one remedy for such dlsordw, and that is for year 
residing officer to leave the chair. He, of course, 
vould deeply regret that painfUl necessity ; but it would 
e a less evil than that this incessant confusion and dis- 
order, presenting such a spectacle to the people of South 
Carolina, should continue to pr«vall in this most honor- 
able body of so many respectable gentlemen of theMgfa- 
est standing in the community, engaged in debat^nd 
deliberation upon the dearest interests of the country. 
'Applause.) 

It was finally agreed that the vote should be 
aken the next day — or rather the following 
Monday, and the Convention adjourned. 

On Monday the SOth^ the President stated the 
question as follows : 

The Cooveation wiU remember that, in the first 
place, the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Avery) 
reported the resolutions of the majority of the commit- 
tee. Thereupon the gentleman flrom Iowa (Mr. Samuels) 
moved an amendment to these resolutions, by striking 
out all after the word ** resolved," and to insert the 
resolutions proposed by him, in behalf of a portion of 
minority of the committee. After which, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Butler) moved, in. behalf of an- 
other portion of tlie ^kiority committee, to amend the 
amendment, by stritra^ oat all after the word "re- 
solved,** and inserting the proposition proposed by him 
on behalf of that minority. The first question will 
be, therefore, upon the amendment moved by the gen- 
tlemaa flrom Massachosetts (Mr. Butler). If that amend- 
ment falls, the (Tonvention will then come to a vote upon 
the amendment moved by the gentleman ttom Iowa 
(Mr. Samuels). If, however, the amoidment of Mr. 
Bailer prevails, then that ametkhnent will have taken 
the pktoe of the amendment moved by Mr. Samuels, and 



of the original resolution proposed by the gentleman 
firom North Carolina. 

Mr. Butler^a Platform affirms the Cincinnati 
Platform, and adds a resolution for the protec- 
tion of citizens abroad. 

The vote was then taken by States on Mr. Butler's 
amendment, with the following result \ yeas 105, nays 
398: 

7mm— Maine, 8 ; Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2}; 
New-Jersey, 5 ; Pennsylvania, 16^ ; Delaware, 8 ; Mary< 
land, 6i ; Virginia, 12i{ North Carolina, 10; Georgia, 10; 
Missouri, 4i ; Tennessee, 11 ; Kentacky, 9 ; Mmnesota, 
1^ : Oregon, S— 105. 

Jvoys — Maine, 6; New-Hampsldre, 5; Vermont, 6 
Massachusetts, 5; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 8|- 
New- York, 85 ; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsylvania, lOi ; Mary 
land, 2^ ; Virginia, 2i ; South Carolina. 8 ; Florida, 8 
Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ; Texas, 4 
Arkansas, 4 ; Missouri, 4( ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 8 
Ohio, 28 ; Indiana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wiscon 
sin, 5; Iowa, 4 ; Mmnesota, 2# ; California, 4—198. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The minority report (that of Mr. Samuels) 
was then read, and, after ineffectual attempts 
to table the subject and proceed to a nomina- 
tion, the vote was taken and the minority 
report wns adopted as an amendment or substi- 
tute, as follows : 

Fmm— Maine, 8; New-Hampshire, 6; Vermont, 5; 
Massachusetts, 7 ; Rhode Inland, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New- 
Yorlc, 85 ; New-Jersey, 5 ; Pennsylvania, 12 ; Maryland, 
8} ; Virginia, 1 ; Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 
2i ; Ohio, 28 ; Indiana, 18 ; IlUnois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; 
Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 4 — 165. 

JVay«— Massachusetts, 6 ; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsyl- 
vania, 15; Delaware, 8; Maryland, 4^ ; Virginia, 14 ; 
North Carolina, 10 ; South Carolina, 8 ; Georgia, 10 ; 
Florida, 8 ; Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ; 
Texas, 4; Arkansas. 4; Missouri, 5; Tennessee, 11 ; Ken- 
tucky, 9i ; California, 4 ; Oregon, 8—188. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the report as amended, the vote being taken 
on each resolution separately, and with the ex- 
ception of the one pledging the Democratic 
party to abide by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court on the subject of Slavery in the Territo- 
ries — which was rejected — they were adopted 
by a vote which was nearly. unanimous. 

The delegation from Alabama, by its Chair- 
man, then presented a written protest, signed 
by all its members, announcing their purpose to 
withdraw from the Convention. They were 
followed by the delegations from Mississippi, 
Florida, Texas, all the Louisiana delegation 
except two, all the South Carolina delegation 
except three, three of the Arkansas delegation, 
two of the Delaware delegation (including 
Senator Bayard) and one from North Carolina. 

The order of their withdrawal was as follows : 

ALABAMA PR0TBST3 AND WrTHDBAWa 

Mr. Wallcer, of Alabama. — Mr. President, I am In- 
structed by the Alabama delegation to submit to this 
Convention a commuAication, and, with your permission, 
I will read it. 

To THE Host. Calbb CnsHnro, 

J^eHcUnt of ths Demoeraiie ITaH&nal Oowotn^ 
Uan, now in session in the City of CharUtion^ 
JSknUh Carolina : 

Tlie undersigned delegates, representing the State of 
Alabama in thS Convention, respectfully beg leave to lay 
before your honorable body the foliowing statements of 
facts: 

On the eleventh day of January, 1860, the Bemocratlo 
party of the State of Alabama met in Convention, in the 
city of Montgomery, and adopted, with singular unani' 
mity, a series of resolutions herewith submitted : 

1. RMolved by the Democraey </ the State of Alabama in Conr 
venHon aaeemib&d, Thai hoIAli^all issues and principles upon 
Which they hare heretofore eJHUated and acted wlih the Ka-.., 
tlooal Democratic Party to be inferior in dignity and tmpof- ' 



the next qaestion will be upon labstltuting it in the place | tance to the great question of Slavery, they content themsMiraar '^ 
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with a general re-aflinna&M of the Cincinnati platform a« to 
such issues, and also indorse said platform as to iSlarery, 
together with the following resolutions : 

2. BemAttd fwrOktr, That we re-affirm so much <tf the first 
resolution of the platform adopted in the Convention by the 
Democracy of this State, on the 8lh of January, 1890, as 
relates to the subject of Slavery, to-wit : " The unqualified 
right of the people of the Slaveholding States to the protection 
of their property in the States, in the Territories, and in the 
wilderness, in which Territorial Governments are as yet unor- 
ganized." 

3. Reaobfed/wrOuTy That in order to meet and clear away all 
obstacles to a full enjoyment of this right In the Territories, 
we re*afilrm the principle of the Sih resolution of the Flat- 
form adopted in Convention by the Democracy of this State, 
on the 14th of February, 1818, to wit : " That it U the duty of 
the General Government, by all proper legislation, to secure 
an entry into those Territories to all the citizens of the United 
States, together with their property of every description, and 
that the same should be protected by the United States while 
the Territories are under its authority." 

4. ReaUvedfurlher^ That the ConsUtution of the United States 
la a compact between sovereign and co-equal States, united 
upon the basis of perfect equality of rights and privileges. 

fi. JStenlved further. That the Territories of the United States 
are common property, in which the States have equal rights, 
and to which the citizens of every State may rightfully emi- 

{ prate, with (heir slaves or other property recognized as such 
Q any of the States of the Union, or by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

6. Reaolced further. That the Congress of the United States 
hsR no power to abolish Slavery in the Territories, or to pro- 
hibit its introduction into any of them. 

7. Removed further, That the Territorial Legislatures, creat- 
ed by the legislation of Congress, have no power to abolish 
Slavery, or to prohibit the introduction of the same, or to im- 
pair by unfriendly legislation the securltv and full enjoyment 
of the same within the Territories ; and such constnutlonal 
power certainly does not belong to the people of the Territo- 
ries in any capacity, before, in the exercise of a lawful authori- 
ty, they form a Constitution preparatory to admission as a 
State into the Union ; and their action, in the exercise of such 
lawful authority, certainly cannot operate or take effect before 
their actual admission as a State into the Union. 

8. Resolved further, That the prlndplea enunciated by Chief 
Justice Taney, in his opinion m the Dttd SooU case, deny to 
the Territorial Legislature the power to destroy or impair, by 
any legislation whatever, the right of property in slaves, and 
maintain it to be the duty of the Federal Government, in all 
of its departments, to protect the rights of the owner of such 
property in (he Territories ; and the principles so declared 
are hereby asserted to be the rights of the South, and the South 
should maintain them. 

9. Retoloed further. That we hold all of the foregoing propo- 
sitions to contain eardinal prineij^ee—irne in themselves— and 

J' usl and proper, and necessary for the safety of all that is 
ear to us ; and we do hereby instruct our delegates to the 
Charleston Convention to present them for the calm oonsider- 
stion and approval of that body—- ft-om whose Justice and 
patriotism we anticipate their adoption. 

IOl Resolved further, That our delegates to the Charleston 
Convention are hereby expressly instructed to insist that said 
Convention shall adopt a platform of principles, recognizing 
distinctly the rights of the South, as asserted in the foregoing 
resolutions ; and if the said National Convention shall refuse 
to adopt, in substance, the propositions embraced in the pre- 
ceding resolutions, prior to nominating candidates, our dele- 
gates to said Convention ar;e hereby positively Instructed to 
withdraw therefrom. 

11. Resolved further. That our delegates to the Charleston 
Convention shall cast the vote of Alabama as a unit, and a 
majority'of our delegates shall determine how the vote of this 
State slMll be given. 

12. Resolved further, That an Bxecutive Committee, to con- 
sist of one trom each Congressional District, be appointed, 
whose duty it shall be, in the event that our delegates with- 
draw trom the Charleston Conventionjn obedience to the 10th 
resolution, to call a Convention of the Democracy of Alabama 
lo meet at an early day to consider what is best to be done. 

Under these resolutions, the ludersigned received their 
Appointment, and participated in the action of this Con- 
Tcntion. 

By the resolution of instmction. the tenth in the series, 
we were directed to insist that the platform adopted bv 
tliis Convention should embody. ** in whole." the proposi- 
tions embraced in the precedmg resolutions, prior to 
nominating candidates. 

Anxious, if possible, to continue our relations with thb 
Convention, and thus to maintain the nationality of the 
Democratic party, we agreed to accept, as the snbstance 
of the Alabama platform, either of the two reports sub- 
mitted to this Convention by the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Resolutions — this mi^iority representing not only 
a majority of the States of the Union, but also the only 
States at all likely to be carried by the Democratic party 
in the Presidential election. We beg to make these re- 
.ports a part of tliis commimication. 

[See heretofore the two sets of resolutions re- 
2>orted by Mr. Avery.] 

These reports received the indorsement in the Com- 
-m'itt?e on ReAoliitions of every Southern State, and, had 
eiihcr of them bVen adopted as the platform of principles 
of UiQ Democratic party, although possibly in some re- 



spects suldect to criticism, we should not hare felt our- 
selves in duty bound to withhold our acquiesoeoce. 

But it has been the pleasure of this Convention, by an 
almost exclusive sectional vote, not representing a mao 
Jorlty of the Democratic electoral vote, to adopt a plau 
form which does not. In our opinion, nor in the opinion 
of those who urge it, embody in substance the principles 
of tiie Alabama resolutions. That Platform Is as follows : 

[Here follow Mr. Samuels' resolutions as adop« 
ted. See Platform.] 

The points of diiference between the Northern and 
Southern Democracy are ; 

1st. As regards tiie 9tatu9 of Slavery as a political in- 
stitution In tiie Territories whilst they remain Territories, 
and t))e power of the people of a Territory to exclude it 
by unfriendly legislation ; and 

2d. As regards the duty or the Federal Government to 
protect the owner of slaves In the enjoyment of his pro- 
perty in the Territories so long as they remain such. 

This Convention has refused, by the Platform adopted, 
to settle either of these propositions in favor of the South. 
We deny to the people of a Territory any power to legis- 
late against the institution of Slavery ; and we assert 
that it is the duty of the Federal Qovernment, in all Ita 
departments, to protect the owner of slaves in the enjoy- 
ment of hi9 property In the Territories. These princi- 
ples, as we state them, are embodied In the Alabama 
Platform. 

Here, then, is a plain, explicit and direct Issue between 
this Convention and the constituency which we have the 
honor to represent In this body. 

Instructed as we are, not to waive this Issue, the con- 
tingency, therefore, has arisen, when, In our opinion, it 
becomes our duty to withdraw from this Convention. 
We beg, sir, to comrounicste this fact through you, and 
to assure the Convention that we do so in no spirit of 
anger, but under a sense of imperative obligation, pro- 
perly appreciating Its responsibilities and cheerfully sul>- 
mltting to its consequences. 
L. P. Walub, Chairman. 0. 0. Harpkb, 
J. 8. Lvov, Lkwis H. Oato, 

Jobs A. WnrsTOir, Jno. W. Portu, 

RoBBBT O. Scott, F. O. Normav, 

A. B. Man, W. C. Guild, 

J. R. Brkabb, Jdlios C, B. Mitchell, 

H. D. Smith, W. C. Shbrrod, 

Jab. Ibwim, G. G. Gmiffim, 

W. L. Tabcbt, J. T. BRAoroRn, 

D. W. Baimb, T. J. Burnktt, 

N. H. R. Dawbov, a. G. Ubhrt, 

R. M. Pattoh, Wm. M. Brooks, 

W. C. McIvBB, R. Chapmam. 

Mr. Walker also presented a resolution to the 
effect that no other person than the retiring dele- 
gates had any authority to represent Alabama 
m the Convention. 

The Alabama delegation then withdrew from 
the hall. 

MISSISSIPPI WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Barry, of Mississippi. — I am Instructed by the 
Mississippi delegation to state that they retire from the 
Convention with the delegation from Alabama. (Cheers.) 
They have prepared a protest, which they desire to snb-' 
mit, but by accident It Is not now here. I desire also to 
state that they have adopted unanimously a resolution 
that they are the only delegates — which Is uncontested— 
and that no one Is or shall be authorised to represent 
them in their absence upon the floor of the Convention. 
(Cheers.) 

Mr. Mouton, of Louisiana.— Mr. President, I have but 
a short communication to make to Uie Convention. I do 
not do it as an individual. I am authorised to say by 
the delegates representing Louisiana In this Convention, 
that they will not participate any longer In the proceed- 
ings of this Convention. (Cheers.) Heretofore we have 
been In the habit of saying that the Democracy of the 
country was harmonious. (LangAr.) Can we say to 
to-dHy with any truth? Are we n^divided, and divided 
in such a manner that we can never l>e reconciled, be- 
cause we are divided upon prinriple? Can we agree to 
the Platform adopted by the majority of the Convention, 
and then go home to our constituents and put one con- 
struction on It, while Nortiiern Democrats pat another f 
No, Mr. President, I think I speak the sentiment of my 
State when I say that she will never piny such a part. 
(Cheers ) If we are to fight the Black Republicans to- 
geUier, let us do it with a bold Aront ; let us use the same 
arms ; let us sustain the same principles. I was wiUinff , 
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tWa morning, in order to do away with the necessity of 
all these votes, and to ascertain if there was a majority 
here ready to impose upon us such a Platform— I was 
willing, myself, that the mi^jority of the Convention should 
retire and prepare such a Platform as suited them, and 
to take a vote upon it^ and if that Platform did not give 
us those guarantees which we are entitled to under the 
Constitution, then we would have been ready to do what 
we are now doing. The Platform which the majority of 
this Convention has adopted does not give us those guar- 
antees which we are entitled to for the protection of our 
property in the Territories. We wish to wear no two faces 
In this contest. We wish to meet the B'aclc Republicans 
with their abominable doctrines boldly ; and if our friends, 
the Democrats from the Free States, cannot join us and 
light with us, we must fight our own battle. We are ready 
to meet the issue made by the Black Republicans like 
men, bnt we shall battle for what we conceive to be the 
truth, and not for profit. For thf se reasons, I am autho- 
riied by my delegation to announce that they withdraw 
from the Convention, At the same time, I should state 
the fact tliat two of the delegation do not join us in this 
movement. (Loud cheers.) At the same time, I should 
sUte that those who sent us here instructed us to Vote as 
a unit, and we contend, therefore, that we are entitled to 
give the whole vote of the State, and that no one else is 
entitled to give it or to divide It^ 

Mr. Mouton made some additional remarks, 

but owiaof to the confusion which prevailed in 

the hall, the reporter was unable to hear them. 

Mr. Glenn, of Mississippi.— Mr. President and genUe- 
men of this Convention : For the first time, for the only 
time, for the last time, in the name of the State that I 
have the honor in part to represent here, I desire to say 
but a few words to this Convention. J. hold in my hand 
the solemn act of her delegation upon this floor, and I 
say to you, gentlemen, that it is not a hasty action ; that 
it is not one conceived in passion, or carHed out in caprice 
or disappointment. It is the firm resolve of the great 
body of the people whom we represent, which was ex- 
pressed in the Convention that sent us here, and that re- 
solve, that people, and we, their representatives, will 
maintain at all cost and at all hasards. (Loud cheers.) 
We came here not to dictate to the representatives of 
other sovereign States. Since we have been here, our in- 
tercourse has been courteous so far as personalities are 
concerned. We iiave all sought, and I believe have all 
been able, to conduct ourselves as gentlemen. But we did 
pot come here to exercise the courtesies of life alone. 
We came to settle the principles upon which our party 
must rest and must stand. We came here, gentlemen of 
the North, not to ask you to adopt a principle which you 
could say whs opposed to your consciences and to your 
principles. We did not believe it to Im so. We came as 
equal members of a common confederacy, simply to ask 
you to acknowledge our equal rights within that confede- 
racy. (Cheers.) Sir, at Cincinnati we adopted a Plat- 
form on which we all agreed. Now answer me, ye men 
of the North, of the East, of the South, and of the West, 
what was the construction placed upon that Platform in 
different sections of the Union ? Tou at the West said it 
meant one thing, we of the South said it meant another. 
Either we were right or you were right ; we were wrong 
or you were wrong. We came here to ask y»n which was 
right and which was wrong. Tou have maintained your 
position. Tou say that you cannot give us an acknow- 
ledfrment of that right, which I tell you here now, in 
coming time will be your only safety In your contests 
with the Black Republicans of Ohio and of the North. 
• (Cheers.) 

Why, sir, turn back to the history of your own leading 
men. There sits a distinguished gentleman, (Hon. Charles 
E. Stuart, of Michigan,) once a representative of one of 
the sovereign States of tbe Union in the Senate, who 
then voted that Congress had the constitutional power to 

?ass the Wilmot Proviso, and to exclude Slavery from the 
erritories ; and now, when the Supreme Court has said 
that it has not that power, he comes forward and tells 
Mississlppians that that same Congress is impotent to 
protect that same ^species of property. There sits my 
distinguished friend, the Senator from Ohio, (Mr, Pngh,) 
who, but a few nights since, told ns from tliat stand that 
if a Territorial Government totally misused their powers 
or abused them. Congress could wipe out that Territorial 
Government altogether. And yet, when we come here 
and ask him to give us protection in case that Territorial 
Government robs us of our property and strikes the star 
which answers to the name of Mississippi from the flag of 
the Union, so far as the Constitution gives her protection, 
he tells us, with his hand upon his heart— as Gov. Payne, 
of Ohio, had before done — that they will part with their 



Utcs before they will acknowledge the principle which we 
contend for. 

Gentlemen, in such a situation of things in the Conven- 
tion of our great party, it is rigiit that we should part. 
Go your way, and we will go ours. The South leaves you 
—not like Hagar, driven Into the wilderness, friendless 
and alone— but I tell Southern men here, and for them, I 
tell the North, that. In less tlian sixty days yo« ▼'1*1 fl"d 
a united South standing side by side with us. (Prolonged 
and enthusiastic cheering.) 

We stand flrm and immovable, and while we respect 
you, we must respect ourselves. And, gentlemen, let me 
say to you of the North now, that the time may come 
when you will need us more than we need you. I 8|>eak 
to those who represent '* the green hills of New England ;" 
I speak to tlie** imperial center "of the Union. There 
slumbers In your midst a latent spark— not of political 
sectionalism, but of social discord- which may yet re- 
quire the conservative principles of the South to save 
your region of country from anarchy and confusion. 
We need not your protection. The power of Ihe Bla<± 
Republicans is noUiing to us. We are safe In our mrn 
strength and security, so long as we maintain our rights. 

Gentlemen, I have detained you too long. I ask. In 
conclusion, that the few words which are here written— 
words of courtesy, but words of truth, so far as my glori- 
ous State is concerned— may be read in your bearing. 

Mr. Mathews, of Mississippi, then read the 
following document. 

To ih6 PreHdent of the DemocraUe OontenHon : 

Sir : As Chairman of the delegation, which has the 
honor to represent the State of Mississippi upon this 
floor, I desire to be heard by you and by the Convention. 

In common consultation we have met here, the repre- 
sentatives of sister States, to resolve the principles of a 
great party. While maintaining principles, we profess 
no spirit save that of harmony, conciliation, the success 
of our party, and the safety of our organisation. But to 
the former the latter must yield—for no organisation is 
valuable without it, and no success is honorable which 
does not crown it. 

We came here simply asking a recognition of the equal 
rights of our State under the laws and Constitution of our 
common Government ; that our right to property should 
be asserted, and the protection of that property, when 
necessary, should be yielded by the Government which 
claims our allegiance. We had regarded government 
and protection as correlative ideas, and that so long as 
the one was maintained the other still endured. 

After a deliberation of many days, it has been aih* 
nounced to us by a controlling ms^ority of Represent-a- 
tives of nearly one-half the States of this Union, and that 
too, in the most solemn and Impressive manner, that our 
demand cannot be met and our rights cannot be recog- 
nised. While it is granted that the capacity of the 
Federal CK)vernment is ample to protect all other pro- 
perty within Its jurisdiction, it Is claimed to be impotent 
when called upon to act in favor of a species of property 
recognised in fifteen sovereign States. Within those 
States, even Black Republicans admit it to be guaranteed 
by the Constitution, and to be only assailed by a Higher 
Law ; without them, they claim the power to prohibit or 
destroy it. The controUng msjority of Northern repre- 
sentatives on this floor, while they deny all power to 
destroy, equally deny all power to protect ; and this, they 
assure us, is, and must, and shall be the condition of our 
cooperation in the next Presidential election. 

In this dtate of affairs, our duty Is plain and obvious. 
The State which sent us here, announced to us her prin- 
ciples. In common with seventeen of her sister States, 
she has asked a recognition of her Constitutional rights. 
These have been plainly and explicitly denied to her. 
We have offered to yield everything except an abandon- 
ment of her rights— everytliing except her honor — and 
It has availed us nothing. 

As the Representatives of Mississippi, knowing her 
wishes — as honorable men, regarding her commands — we 
withdraw from the Convention, and, as far as our action 
is concerned, absolve her flrom all connection with this 
body, and all responsibility for Its action. 

To you, sir, as presiding officer of the (Convention while 
It has existed in its integrity, we desire, collectively as a 
delegation, and individually as men, to tender the highest 
assurances of our profound respect and consideration. 

Signed : D. GL Glen, Chairman of the Mississippi dele- 
gation; Gkorge H. Gordon, James Drone, Beverly 
Mathews, J, T, Simms, Joseph R. Davis, W. S. Wilson, 
Isaac Enloe, Charles Edward Hooker, W. H. H. Tison, 
Ethelbert Barksdale, W, S. Barry, J. M. Thomson. 

Mr. Mathews then announced that a meeting 
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of all those who ftynipathized with them in this 
movement would be held at 8 o*clock this eyea- 
ing, in St. Andrew's Hall. 

The Mississippi delegation then withdrew from 
the Convention. 

SOUTH CABOLINA WITtoRAWS. 

The Hon. James Simons, of Soaih Carolina.— Mr. Pre- 
sident, I am directed by the delegation from South Oaro- 
lina respectfully to present the following document. 

To THB Hon. Caleb Cushhto, 

PTMidmU of 1h6 CharUeton OmvenUon: 

We, the undovigned Delegates appointed by the Demo- 
cratic State CiMiyention of South Carolina, beg leave re> 
■pectftiUy to state that, according to the principles enund- 
ated in their Platform at Columbia, the power, either of 
(he Federal Oovemment or of its agent, the Territo- 
rial Government, to abolish or legislate against property 
in stoves, by either direct or indirect legislation, is especi- 
ally denied ; and as the Platform adopted by the Conven- 
tion palpably and intentionally prevents any expression 
aflirming the incapacity of the Territorial Oovemment so 
to legislate, that ihey would not be acting in good faith to 
their principles, or in accordance with the w^es of their 
constituents, to longer remain in this Convention, and 
they hereby respectftilly announce their withdrawal there- 
from. 



James Simons, 
8. McQowAN, 
B. H. Wilson, 
b. b. bovlston, 
Jas. H. Withebsfoon, 
B. W. Cbablbb, 



Tbos. Y. Simons, 
Jas. PATTEiiaoN, 
B. H. Brown, 
J. A. M btts, 
John S. Pbeston. 
Frankland Gaillabo. 



G. N. RBTNOLne, Jr. 

The reading of this paper was greeted with 

frequeut bursts of roost enthusiastic cheering 

on the floor and in the galleries. 

I am further instructed to say, that the communication 
is signed by all the delegation but three membera, 

The South Carolina delegation then withdrew 
from the Convention amidst loud cheering. 

FLORIDA BXTIRBS. 

Mr. Milton, of Florida. — Mr. President : Representing 
the State of Florida, it is with feelings of sadness that I 
present myself before you to bid adieu to the men of 
talent and men of high and noble feelings firom the Nortji 
and West, who have met us here upon this occasion. 
Bat diflTerences have arisen between us which, as honor- 
able men, we cannot adjust. It has been asked, time and 
again, why we should invite gentlemen from the North- 
west, the North and the East, to come and occupy higher 
ground than we did when we stood together and 
triumphed on the Cincinnati Platform? Since that time, 
gentlemen, according to your own report, a mighty 
power has arisen in your midst, deriving much of its 
strength and support from the Democrats of the NorUi. 
I allude to the Black Republican party — a party which 
promulgates to the country that they have a higher law, 
a law known only to themselves — ^I nope not known to 
vou«-but superior to the Constitution. And, gentlemen, 
let me tell you that we came here expecting to be met 
hand in hand, and heart in heart, and to have formed a 
line shoulder to shoulder with you to drive back this 
swelling tide of fanaticism. But, genUeraen, how have 
we been met by you t I am proud to say that we have 
been met with high-toned generosity by Oregon and Cali- 
fornlR. (Cheers.) I am proud to say that supporters of 
our claim for equal rights have boldly presented them- 
selves from the good old State of Pennsylvania. (Cheers.) 
While we have entertained great respect for your talent 
and integrity, yet we bid adieu to you of the Northwest 
without so much feeling of regret, as you have hardened 
your hearts and stiffened your necks against the rights of 
the South. (Cheers and laughter.) But, we say to you, 
gentlemen from Oregon and California, and Pennsylvania 
and other States, who have come forward with the hand 
of fellow!<hip, that we part from you with feelings of 
heartfelt sorrow. 

Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania.— And New-Jersey. 

Mr. Milton. — ^I did not forget New-Jersey, nor could I 
forget Massachusetts. Mj remark was general. Where- 
ever and whenever a gentlemen from the North, the 
East or the West, has had the manliness to rise up and 
vindicate our rightS) our hearts have been at his com- 
mand. (Cheers.) 

We thank you, gentlemen, for the coortosies we have 



received aaongst you, and which we have returned with 
the kindest feelings of our hearts. We part from you 
without any unkind feeling. We respect you as gentle- 
men, but differing, as we do, upon principles vital to our 
most sacred interests, in the same spirit of wisdom and 
afli&Gtion which caused Abraham and Lot to pass on, one 
In one direction and the other In a different one, we bid 
you a most respectful adieu. (Loud cheers.) One more 
remark, and I have done. The delegation from the State 
of Florida has unanimously passed a resolution that no 
one is authorised, when we shall retire, to represent 
Florida in this Convention. I confess, in all frankness, 
that I deem the resolution wholly unnecessary, because 
I believe there Is too high a sense of honor amongst gen- 
tlemen here from the North, and the East, and the West, 
to permit any man to skulk in here to represent Florida. 
Mr. Bppes, of Florida, then read the following protest i^ 
tion : 

To THB HOR. CaLBB CUSHIHO, 

PrtHdsrU of the DemooraHo JSTaUonal ConpenUon : 

The undersigned, Democratic delegates from the State - 
of Florida, enter this their solemn protest against the 
action of the Convention in voting down the Platform of 
the majority. 

Florida, with her Southern sisters, is entitled to a clear 
and unambiguous recognition of her rights in the Terri- 
tories, and this being reAued by the rejection of the 
majority report, we protest against receiving the Cincin- 
nati Platform with the interpretation that It favors the 
doctrine of Squatter Sovereignty in the Territories— 
which doctrine, in the name of the people represented by 
us, we repudiate. 

T. J. Bppes, B. F. Wardlaw, John Milton, J. B. Owens, 
C. F. Dyke, delegates from Florida. 

The delegates from Florida, before retiring, have 
unanimously adopted the following Resolution : 

BMoUfedf That no person, not a regularly appointed 
delegate, has a r^ht to cast the vote of the State ot 
Florida in this Convention. 

JoHH Milton, Chairman of Delegation. 

TBXAH WITHDBAWa. 

Mr. Bryan, of Texas, who was received with loud cheers, 
said : Mr. President and gentlemen of the Convention — 
Texas, through her delegates on this floor, on the land ct 
Calhoun, where "truth. Justice and the Constitution" 
was proclaimed to the South, says to the South — this day 
you stand erect. (Loud cheers.) Whilst we deprecate 
the necessity which calls for our parting with the dele- 
gates f^om the other States of this Confederacy, yet it Is 
an event that we, personally, have long looked to. Edu- 
cated in a Northern College, I there first learned that 
there was a North and a South ; there were two literary 
Societies, one Northern and the other Southern. In the 
Churches, 4he Methodist Church, the Baptist Church, the 
Presbyterian Church, are North and South. Gentlemen 
of the North and Northwest, Ood grant that there may 
be but one Democratic party I It depends upon your 
action, when you leave here, whether It shall be so. Give 
not aid and comfort to the Black Republican hosts ; but 
say to the South, " You are our equals in this Confederacy, 
and your lives, your persons and property, equally with 
those of the Northern States, are protected by the Con- 
sUtution of the Federal Union.** What is it that we, the 
Southern Democrats, are asking you to acknowledge f 
Analyse it and see the meaning ; and it Is this— that we 
will not ask quite as much of you as the Black Republi- 
cans, and if you only grant what we ask, we can fight 
them. We blame you not.if you really hold these opinions, 
but declare them openly, and let us separate, as did 
Abraham and Lot. I have been requested to read this 
protest on the part of the delegates from Texas, and to 
ask the courtesy of the Convention that it be spread upon 
the minutes of Its proceedings. 

Hon. Calxb Cdbbiko, 
Pr^ideni ofth4 Democratic KaHonal Oon^mMon .- 

The undersigned, delegates from the State of Texas, 
would respectfully protest against the late action of this 
Convention, in revising to adopt the report of the minority 
of the Conunittee on Resolutions, which operates as the 
virtual adoption of principles alfinning doctrines in oppo- 
sition to the decision of the Supreme Court in the J>red 
Scott case, and in conflict with the Federal Constitution, 
and especially opposed to the platform of the Democratic 
party of Texas, which declares : 

1st. That the Democratic party of the State of Texas 
reafbrm and concur in the principles contained In the 
platform of the National Democratic Convention, held at 
Clndzmatl in June, 1856, as a true expression of poUtical 
faith and opinion, and herewith reassert and set forth Uie 
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principles therein eobtalne^, as embracing the only doc- 
trine which can preserve the integrity of the Union and 
the equal rights of the States, '* expressly rejecting any 
interpretation thereof favoring the doctrine known as 
Squatter Sovereignty," and that we will continue t6 ad- 
here to and abide by the principles and doctrines of the 
Virginia and Kentucky' resolutions of 1798 and 1799 and 
Mr. Madison's report relative thereto. 

2d. That it is the right of every citlsen to take liis 
property, of any kind, mcluding slaves, into the common 
temtory belonging equally to all the States of the Con- 
federacy, and to have it protected there under the Federal 
CktnsUtution. Neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislar 
tore, nor aqy human power, has any authority, either 
directly or incUrectly, to impair these sacred rights ; and 
they having been affirmed by the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Dred Scott case, we declare that it is the 
duty of the Federal Qovernment, the common agent of all 
ttie States, to establish such government, and enact such 
laws for the Territories, and so change the same, from 
time to time, as may be necessary to insure the protection 
and preservation of these rights, and prevent every in- 
fringement of the same. The aflirmation of this principle 
of the duty of Congress to simply protect the rights of pro- 
perty, is nowise in conflict with the heretofore established 
and well-organized principles of the Democratic party, 
that Congress does not possess the power to legislate 
Slavery into the Territories, or to exclude It therefrom. 

Recognizing these declarations of principles as instruct 
tions to us for our government in the National Convention, 
and believing that a repudiation of them by all the 
Northern States, except the noble States of Oregon and 
CaUforMa, the whole vote of which is more than doubtful 
In the ensuht^ PresidenUal election, demand from as our 
unqualified disapproval. 

The undersigned do not deem this the place or time to 
discuss the practical illustration that has been given of the 
Irrepressible conflict between the Northern and Southern 
States, that has prevailed In this Convention for the last 
week. 

It Is sufficient to say that, if the prindples of the 
Northern Democracy are properly represented by the 
opinion and action of the msjority of the delegates trom 
that section on this floor, we do not hesitate to declare 
that their principles are not only not ours, but, if adhered 
to and enforced by them, will destroy this Union. 

In consideration of the foregoing facts, we cannot 
remain in the Convention. We consequently respectfully 
withdraw, leaving no one auUiorizcd to cast the vote of the 
State of Texas. 

Guy M. Bryan, Chairman ; F. R. Lubbock, F. S. Stock- 
dale, E. Greer, IL R. Runnells, Wm. B. Ochiltree, M. W. 

Covey, Wm. II. Parsons, R. Ward, J. F. Crosby. 

> 

ARKANSAS RETIRES. 

Mr. Barrow, of Arkansas, read the following 
protest. 

HoK. Caleb Cushino, 

Prteident of Charteston CcmvenHon : 

The undersigned, delegates accredited by the Demo- 
cracy of Arkansas to represent said Democracy in the 
Convention of the Democracy of the United States, assem- 
bled on the S8d April, 1860, beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing protest, against certain actions of this Convention, 
and statement of the causes which, in their opinion, require 
fhem to retire from this Convention : 

1st. The Convention of the Democracy of the State of 
Arkansas, convened at little Rock on the 2d day of April, 
1860, passed among other things, the following resolutions, 
viz, : 

1st SmoUmcI, We the Democracy of Arkansas, through onr 
represeatattves in Gonveatton assembled, proclaim our confi- 
dence In the virtue and intelligence of the people, and un- 
abated faith In the principles of the Democracy. 

2d. We re-afflrm the political prineiplies enunciated in the 
Cincinnati platform by the Democracy of the United States 
in June, 18A6, and assert as illustrative thereof, that neither 
Congress nor a Territorial Legislature, whether by direct 
legislation or by legislation of an indirect and unfriendly char- 
acter, possesses the power to annul Or impair the constitutional 
rights of any citizen of the United States to take his slave pro- 

6erty into the common Territories, and there hold and eojoy 
le same, and that if experience siioald at any time prove the 
Judiciary and ezecutiv^e power do not possess the means to in- 
sure protection to constitutional righls in a Territory— and if 
the Territorial Government should fail or refuse to provide 
the necessary remedies for that purpose, it will be Uie duty of 
Congress to supply the deficiency. 

8d. That the representatives of the Democracy of Arkansas 
in the Charleston Convention be instriicted to insist upon the 
recognition by said Convention of the purpose hereinbefore 
declared, prior to balloting for any candidate for the Presi- 
dency ; and if said Convention refuse to recognize the rights 
uf the South hi the Territories of the United States, the repro- 



sentattvea of the Demoeraey of Arkansas be instmeted to 
retire firom said Convention, and refuse to aid in the selection 
of any candidate whomsoever by ssld Convention. 

4th. That the unity of the Democratic party and the safety 
of the South demands the adoption of the two-thirds rule by 
the Cliarleston Convention of the Democracy of the United 
States, and that our delegates to said Convention be required 
to insist upon and maintain the adoption thereof as an indis- 
pensable necessity. 

In accordance with the instructions contained in resolu- 
tion 8d above, one of the undersigned had the honor, on 
the second day of the session of tUs Convention, to offer 
to the condderadon of this Convention the following reso- 
lution, viz. : 

"Ruolted, That the CoavRntion will not proceed to nomi- 
nate a candidate fur tho Presidency until (he Platform shaU 
have been made " — 

Which said resolution was passed by the Convention with 
great unanimity. Subtiequently, the Committee on Reso- 
lutions and Platform, appointed by the Convention, In ac- 
cordance with the usages and customs of the Democratic 
party of the United States, agreed upon and reported to 
this Convention a platform of principles, recogidzing the 
principle contained In the resolutions of the Democracy of 
Arkansas, above recited, and fully asserting the equal ' 
rights of the Southern States In the common Territories of 
the United States, and the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to protect those rights when necessary, according to 
the usages and customs of the Democracy of the United 
States, as developed by the practice of said Democracy as- 
sembled in Convention on former occasions, and In strict 
accordance, as is believed by the undersigned, with the 
compact and agreement made by and between the 
Democrats of the several States, upon which ttie Con- 
ventions of the Democracy of the United States were 
agreed first to be founded, and assented to by the 
several Southern States. The report and determination 
of the Committee on Platform became and was hencefor- 
ward the platform of the Democracy of the United 
States, and this Convention had no duty to perform in re-- 
lation thereto but to receive, confirm and publish Uie 
same, and cause It to be carried into effect wherever in 
the respective States the Democracy were able to enforce 
tiielr decrees at the ballot box. 

The undersigned are confirmed In this opinion by 
reference not only to the history of the past, which 
shows that in all instances the sovere^ty of the States, 
and not the electoral votes of the States, has uniformly 
been represented In the Committee on Platforms, and 
that the report of the Committee has Invariably been 
registered as the supreme law of the Democratic party by 
unanimous consent of the entire Convention, without 
changing or in any manner altering any part or portion 
thereof. It Is asserted, as a part of our traditional policy, 
and confidently believed, that the Democracy of tho 
United States, by a peculiar system of checks and 
balances, formed after the fashion of the Federal Govern- 
ment, were contracted and boimd themselves to ftilly 
recognize Uie sovereignty of the States In making the 
platform, and the population or masses of the States in 
naming the candidate to be placed on the platform. That 
many States have been uniformly allowed to vote the fall 
strength of their electoral college in these Conventions 
when it was well known that said States never heretofore, 
and probably would never hereafter give a single elec- 
toral vote at the polls to the candidate which they had so 
large a share in nominating, cannot be accounted for on 
any other principle than that It was Intended only a« a 
recognition of the sovereignty and equality of said States. 

Would it be right at this time for the numerical mino- 
rity to deprive all the Black Republican Elates repre- 
sented on this floor of their representation, which by 
custom they have so long enjoyed, simply because it is 
now evident that they are or will be unable to vote the 
Democratic ticket in the next Presidential election ? 

By common consent we say that a reckless numerical 
majority should not be thus allowed to tread under foot 
the vested rights of those States and well established 
usages and customs of the party. 

If thus it be wrong for the numerical majority to 
deprive the Black Republican States of this long vested 
right, how much more unjust is it for the numerical 
majority to deprive all the States of their vested right 
to make and declare the platform in the usual and 
customary manner ? and when we call to mind that the 
numerical majority resides chiefly in the Black Republi- 
oan States, to whom the South has uniformly accorded 
so large a privilege. In naming candidates who were 
alone to be elected by Southern votes, we have much 
reason to believe that he to whom you gave an inch 
seems emboldened thereby to demand an ell. 

The undersigned beg leave to state that many patriotic 

States* Right Democrats in the South, have long con- 

1 tended that these ConventioDs of the Democracy, repre- 
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•entlng in fact the whole coosolidaled strength of the 
Union, acting through party sympathy upon the Indlvi- 
dual members of society, would ultimate in a despotic, 
colossal centralism, possessed of power to override and 
destroy at its will and pleasure the constitutions and 
reserved rights of any and all the States. The South, 
however, has heretofore felt safe because of the checks 
and balances imposed upon the machinery of the Con- 
ventions. The South felt that where she retained an 
equal power to write the creed of faith, she could trust 
her Northern sisters, with their immense populations, to 
name the candidate ; and all would alike support the 
creed and the candidate. 

The undersigned, well knowing the hostility of the 
Northern masses toward the ** peculiar institutions** of 
the South, and calling to mind the relative numbers of 
the Northern and Southern States, assert with confidence 
that no Southern State in the Union would ever have 
consented to surrender, so abjectly and hopelessly, all 
their fortunes to the numerical majority who have Just 
now voted to set aside the Platform, unless upon the full 
assurance that the States were entitled by agreement to 
make and establish the creed of faith and prescribe the 
rule of action. Th^ Tiolation of plighted faith on the 
part of the numerical majority — this violation of the well 
established usage and custom of the party — drive ns to the 
conclusion that we cannot longer safely trust the fortunes 
of Slaveholding States to the chances of the numerical 
majority in a Convention, where all the Black Republi- 
cans of the Union, the immense populations of Massa- 
chusetts, New-York, Pennsylvania and Ohio, and other 
Northern States, are fully represented, on the one side, 
against the small populations from the slave States on 
the other. Had these populations adhered strictly to 
the usages and customs of the party, longer association 
miglit have been practicable ; but annihilation is staring 
us in the face, and we are admonished of our duty to 
stand upon our reserved rights. 

^^'e declare, therefore, that we believe our mission to 
this Convention at an end : 

Ist. Because the numerical majority have usurped the 
prerogatives of the. States in setting aside the Platform 
made by the States, and have thus unsettled the basis of 
this Convention, and thereby permanently disorganised 
its constitution. Its decrees, therefore, become null and 
void. 

2d. Because we were positively instructed by the 
Democracy of Arkansas to insist on the recognition of 
the equal rights of the South in the common Territories, 
and protection to those rights by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, prior to any nomination of a candidate ; and 
as this Convention has refused to recognize the prin- 
piple required by the State of Arkansas, in her popular 
Convention first, and twice subsequently re-asserted by 
Arkansas, together with all her Southern sisters, in the re- 
port of a Platform to this Convention ; and as we cannot 
serve two masters, we are determined first to serve the 
Lord our God. We cannot ballot for any candidate 
whatsoever. 

8d. In retiring, we deny to any person, or persons, 
any right whatever to cast hereafter, in this Convention, 
either our vote or the vote of Arkansas on any proposi- 
tion which may, or can, possibly come up for considera- 
tion. The Delegates of Arkansas cannot take any part 
in placing a sound candidate on an unsound platform, 
because it would disgrace any sound Southern man who 
would consent to stand on such a platform ; and, as a 
Squatter Sovereignty Platform has been adopted, we 
believe good faith and honor requires that the Chief of 
Squatter Sovereignty should be placed on it.. We wish 
no part or lot in such misfortune, nor do we believe that 
we can safely linger under the shade of the upas tree,- 
this day planted certainly. 

P. Jordan, 

B. BURRUW, 

Van H. Manning. 

Mr. Burrow stated, ailer reading the paper, 
that the gentlemen who had signed represented 
both wings of the State — all its public men, its 
hopes, it character, and its fortunes. 

Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas, as Chairman of the Arkansas 
delegation, deured to say a single word to go along with 
tiie paper which had been read. It was his desire that that 
poruon of the Arkansas delegation who had concluded to 
leave the Convention should have paused until the delega- 
tion could have had a consultation. Why did he hesitate ? 
It was because he conceived that the stability of the Union 
itself was involved in the action taken here by the 
Southern representatives. 

He had been taught firom childhood to believe that if 
the Union was to be preserved at all, it was to be preserved 



by the Democratic party as a unit. (Cheers.) He wished 
to consult with other Southern men as to the best coarse 
to be pursued— (cheers)-— reserving to himself the right to 
decide the question, which he would do in a few boura. 
His heart and all the feelings of his nature were with thoee 
SouUiem men who had seen proper to leave the Conven- 
tion ; but, at the same time, be hesitated between ids per- 
sonal feeungs and his duty to his own people. If he could 
get a good sound Southern man for President, he would be 
willing to take him on this platform. (Cheers.) 

The Georgia delegation asked leave to retire 
for consultation, which was granted. 

Messrs. Bavard and Whitelev, two of the six 
delegates from Delaware, retired from the Con- 
vention and joined the seceders. 

Mr. Saulsbury, (U. S. Senator,) of Delaware, 
stated his reason for not retirin'g with his col- 
leagues, and the Convention adjourned. 

On Tuesday, May 1st, the President stated 
the regular order of business to be the motions 
to reconsider, and the motions to lay the no- 
tions to reconsider on the table, by which the 
various resolutions constituting the Platform 
were adopted. Pending the determination of 
these questions, yesterday evening, the chair- 
man of several of the delegations rose to ques- 
tions of privilege, under which their delegations 
retired from the hall. When the/ Convention 
adjourned the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Merrick) was upon the floor. 

GEORGIA RRTIRES. 

Mr. Benning of Georgia. — Mr. President : On yesterday 
afternoon the delegation ft-om Georgia obtained the leave 
of the Convention to retire for the purpose of consulting 
as to the course they would pursue in consequence of the 
action taken by the Convention in the previous part of 
the day. They retired, and they have since been engaged 
in consultation. They have considered the questions in- 
volved, with as much maturity and care as they could be- 
stow upon them, and they have come to a conclusion as to 
the course they ought to pursue. That conclusion is con- 
tained in two resolutions which I hold in my hand, and 
wldch I will now read to the Convention. 

Beaolved^ That, upon the opening of the Convention this 
morning, our Chairman be'requested to state to the President 
that the Georgia delegatioti, after mature deliberation, have 
I felt it be their duty, under existing circumstances, not to par- 
ticipate further in the deliberations of the Convention, and 
that, therefore, (he delegaUon withdraw. 

Seaolved, That all who acquiesce in the foregoing resolution 
sign the same, and request the Convention to enter it on their 
recordii. 

(Signed.) . ^ ^ 

Junius WiifomsLD, HaintT L. BaimKa, 

IlENBT R. JaCKSOX, P. TbACT, 

J. M. Clark, JarriRSOir N. Lavak, 

Wm. M. Slaughtkb, EoMoivn J. HoGxbkb, 

John A. Jokks, Gko. Hiixtkr, 

Davio C. Barrow, Mark Jobhstok, 

JaS. J. DlAMAK, EdWARO R. HARDBir, 

A. FRANKUir Hill, John H. Lumpkut, 

Ed. L. Strobecker, G. G. Fair, 

O. C. Gibson, James Hogb, 

Hewrt O. Thomas, W. J. Johnsox. 

The undersigned, delegates trora Georgia, having votedin 
the meeting of the delegation against withdrawing fH>m tl^a 
Convention, yet, believe, under the instructions contained i2V 
the resolution of the Georgia Convention, that the vote of the\ 
majority should control our moUon, and we therefore with- , 
draw with the miyjority. . 

J. T. IRVIX, . JiTUAX HaRTRIDGB, 

W. H. Hull, L. H. Driscos. 

This paper is signed by twenty-six out of the thirty-three 
or thirty-four delegates in that Convention from the State 
of Georgia. 

I have now, Mr. Preddent, discharged the duty which 
has been Intrusted to me by my delegation. 

The majority of the Georgia delegation then retired 
firom the hall. 

Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas. — ^I do not desire to detain 
this Convention for a moment. On yesterday evening I 
stated to the Convention that I should come here thia 
momhig and tell them what was my conclusion, and what 
was the conclusion of the portion of the delegation from 
the State of Arlcansas which then thought proper to re- 
mahi in the Convention. We are now ready to take that 
I step which our Judgment dictates to be right. In accof*«*. 
' ance wUh our duty here, we wanted time to pause and 
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eondder calmly with our sister Southern States, in rela- 
tion to the proper course to be pursued. We have calmly 
and with deliberation considered the matter, and we be- 
lieve it to be an imperative duty which we owe to the 
South, and we are ready to take our course. 

Now, sir, I desire to appeal to Virginia, the mother of 
States, and the mother of Democracy, and to ask them 
whether the principle contained in the majority report of 
this Gouyention, signed by seventeen States, is right or is 
wrong ? Did you indorse it, or did you not ? 

Mr. &nith, of Wisconsin, raised the question of order, 
that the gentleman had no right to make sectional appeals 
in this Convention. 

Mr. Johnson. — ^I desire to do no such thing. I do not 
understand the principles of the majority report to be 
sectional. I understand them to be nationaL But, Mr. 
President, I only desire, in behalf of a portion of the dele- 
gates, to say that we came herewith a view to stand by 
the principles of onr people and of the Union, and when 
we have found the Convention acting in violation of those 
principles, we feel ourselves compelled to retire ftrom the 
HalL I will only remark in conclusion, that the Tice-Pre- 
aident from my State has been charged with presenting 
a protest on the part of a portion of our declaration. 

Mr. Terry, of Arkansas, then read the following paper 
to the Convention : 

7b the Hon. Caleb Coshiito, PreHd&nt: 

The undersigned, Delegates from Arkansas, ask permis- 
sion to make the following statement : We have, thus far, 
abstained from taking any active part hi the measures 
which were consummated on yesterday, in this Conven- 
tion, by the withdrawal, in whole or in part, of several 
Southern ^tates. We have counseled our Southern friends 
to patience and forbearance; and, while we were con- 
scious of causes sufficient to induce them to this step, yet 
we still hoped some more auspicious event would transpire 
thai would avert its necessity. Nothing has occurred to 
palUate these causes. Hence we cannot hesitate in our 
course, and therefore ask permission to^ithdraw and sur- 
render to our State the high trust reposed in us. To you, 
sir, who have with so much ability presided over our 
deliberations, and meted out justice with an even hand, we 
part with sorrow. Hoping that the cloud which now hangs 
over our beloved country may be dispelled, and her coun- 
sels directed by some statesman like yourself— able, honest, 
Just and true. 

Francis Tebrt, Vice-President. 

J. P. Johnson, Ch*n of Delegation. 

F. W. HoAOLBT, Secretary. 
Chahlestom, May Ut^ 1860. 

The Tennessee Delegation asked and obtained 
leuTe to retire for consaltation. 

The Delegation from Virginia, and portions 
of the Delegations from Kentucky, North Caro- 
lina and Maryland, had leave to retire for con- 
sultation. 

Mr. Flournoy, of Arkansas. — ^May I be indulged in one 
remark? My voice Is "Never give up the ship" — (ap- 
plause)— though the fearful storm rages around us — 
though she may have lost some spars and masts — ^though 
she may have some cracked ribs. Sir, for myself, I will 
be one of that gallant crew who, though the storm rages, 
though th&spars and masts are gone, though ribs be broken 
— ^I will, until the noble vessel be swallowed up by the de- 
vouring waves, continue to unite with them in the reite- 
rated cry of " Live, live the Republic I" (Great applause.) 

Mr. President, I am a Southern man. Tes, sir, I have 
been reared amidst the institution. All I have is the pro- 
duct of slave labor. I believe the institution a patriarchal 
one, and beneficial alike to master and slave. The bread 
which supports my own wife and tender babe is the pro- 
duct of slave labor. I trust, then, that, like Csssar^s wife, 
I am ** above suspidon." 

LOUISIANA. WITHDRAWS. 

To THB Hon. Calbb Cushing, 

PreHdent of the Demoeratie OonvetUion : 

Sir: The undersigned delegates from the State of 
Louisiana, in withdrawing from the Convention, beg leave 
to make the following statement of facts : 

On the 5th day of March, 1860, the Democracy of 
Louisiana assembled in State Convention at Baton Rouge, 
and unanimously adopted the following declaration of 
their principles : 

Reaotoed, That the Territories of the United States belong to 
the several States aR their common property, and not to indi- 
vi lual citizens thereof, that thelKederal Constitation recognizes 
orop^ty In slaves ; and as such, the owner thereof is entitled to 
carryhls slaves Into any Territory In the United States ; to hold 
them there as property ; and in case the people of the Terri- 



tories, by inaeUon, unfriendly lextslatlon or otherwise, should 
endanger the tenure of such property, or discriminate against 
tt by withholding that protection given to other species of pro- 
perty in the Territories, It Is the duty of the General Govern- 
ment to interpose, by the acUve exertion of iu consUtutional 
power, to secure the rights of the slaveholder. 

The principles enunciated in the foregoing resolution 
are guaranteed to us by the Constitution of the United 
States, and their unequivocal reoognition by the Demo- 
cracy of the Union we regard as essential, not only to th« 
integrity of the party, but to the safety of the States whose 
interests are directly involved. They have been embodied 
in both of the series of resolutions presented to the Con- 
vention by a majority of the SUtes of the Union, and have 
been rejected by a numerical vote of the delegates. 

The Convention has, by this vote, reftued to recognise 
the Aindamental principles of the Democracy of the State 
we have the honor to represent, and we feel constrained, 
in obedience to a high sense of duty, to withdraw from 
its deliberations, and unanimously to enter our solemn 
protest against its action. 

We ask that the communication may be spread upon 
the minutes of the Convention, and beg leave to express 
our appreciation of ,the Justice and dignity which have 
characterised your action as its presiding officer. 
[Signed,] 

A. MODTOH, B. LAWBWICa, 

JoHM Tarlbtoit, a. Talbot, 

Richard Tatlor, B. W. Pbarcb, 

EMILB LASKRK, B. a. HfTHTBR, 

F. H. Hatch, D. D. Withbrs. 

The undersigned, In explanation of their position, beg 
leave to annex the following statement, viz. : 

Whilst we took the same view with our colleagues, that 
the platform of principles, as adopted by this Convention, 
was not what was expected by Louisiana, and desired by 
ourselves, as sufficient to guard the rights of that State, 
and of the whole South, under the Constitution, are now 
unwilling precipitately to retire from the Convention, 
until all hope of accommodation shall have been ex- 
hausted, and until the last moment had arrived, at 
which, in Justice to our own honor, and the interest and 
dignity of our own State,we would be forced to retire. We, 
therefore, were opposed to the retirement of the delega- 
tion at the time it was made ; but believing that the 
other members of the delegation were actuated by the 
same high motives which governed our own opinions, and 
desiring our State to present a firm, undivided front, we 
being in the minority of the delegation, were willing to 
yield, and did yield, our opinions to the Judgment of the 
majority. 

J. A. McHattok, 
Gharlbs Johbs, 

Gharlkston . S. C„ May 1, 1860. 

A VOICE FROM GEORGIA. 

Mr. Gaulden, of Georgia, addressed the Con- 
vention, giving his reasons for not retiring with 
his colleagues, as follows : 

Mr. Prbsidbnt, and Fellow Drmocrats : As I stated to 
you a few moments ago, I have been confined to my 
room by severe indisposition, but, learning of the 4;om- 
motion and the intense excitement which were existing 
upon the questions before this body, I felt it to be my 
duty, feeble as I was. to drag myself out to the meeting 
of my delegation, and when there I was surprised to 
find a large majority of that delegation voting to secede 
at once from this body. I disagree with those gentle- 
men. I regret to disagree with my brethren from the 
South upon any of the great questions which interest 
our common country. I am a Southern States* Rights 
man ; I am an African Slave-trader. I am one of 
those Southern men who believe that Slavery is right, 
morally, religiously, socially, and politically. (Applause.) 
I believe that the institution of Slavery has done more 
for this country, more for civilisation, than all other 
interests put together. I believe if it were in the power 
of this country to strike down the institution of Slavery, 
it would put civilization back 200 years. Holding, then, 
this position, that Slavery is right in the point of view I 
have stated, I would demand of the General Govern- 
ment our whole rights in this regard. I believe that the 
General Government by the Constitution never had any 
right to legislate upon this subject. I believe that our 
Government was a confederation of States for certain 
specified objects with limited powers ; that the domestic 
relations of each State are to be and should be left td 
themselves ; that this eternal Slavery question has been 
the bone of contention between the North and South, 
which if kept in the hulls of Congress must break up this 
Government. I am one of those who believe in non- 
intervention, either in the States or the Territories. 
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(Applause.) lam not in favor of breaking up thla Gov- 
ernment ^pon an impracticable Issue, upon a mere 
theory. I believe that this doctrine of protection to 
Slavery in the Territories Is a mere theory, a mere ab- 
■tracUon. (Applause.) Practically, it can be of no con- 
sequence to the South, for the reason that the infant has 
been strangled before it was born. (Laughter.) Tou 
have cut off the supply of Slaves ; you have crippled the 
institution of Slavery in the States by your unjust laws, 
and it is mere folly and madness now to ask for protec- 
tion for a nonentity, for a thing which is not there. We 
have no slaves to carry to Uiese Territories. We can 
sever make another Slave State with our present supply 
of slaves. But if we could, it would not be wise, for the 
reason, that if you make another Slave State Crom our 
new Territories witli tlie present supply of slaves, you 
will be obliged to give up another State, either Maryland, 
Delaware, or Virginia, to Free Soil upon the North. 
Now, I would deal with this question, fellow-Demoorals, 
as a practical one. When I can see no possible practical 
good to result to the country from demanding legislaMon 
npon this theory, I am not prepared to disintegrate and 
dismember the great Democratic party of this Union. I 
believe that the hopes of this country depend upon the 
maintenance of the great Democratie party Nortii. It 
is no trouble for a man to be a saint in Heaven. 



When the devil wm sick. 
The devil a monk would be ; 

The devil fcot well, 
But devil a moiik was he." 
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e Democracy of the South, are mere carpet- 
It is no trouble for us to be Democrats. (Ap- 
,nd laughter.) When I look to the Northern 
,ts, I see them standing up Uiere and breasting 
of fanaticism, oppression, wrong, and slander, 
:h they have to contend. I view in these men 
he old ancient Romans ; I view in them all that 
is patriotic and noble ; and, for one, I am not willing to 
cut loose from them. (Great cheering.) I say, then, 
that I irill hold on to my Democratic friends of the 
North tq the last day of the week — late in the evening. 
(Great If ughter.) I am not willing to present to them a 
half issue of this sort. I am not willing to disintegrate, 
dismemper, and turn them over to the ruthless hands of 
the thieving Black Republicans of the North. I would 
ask my^riends of the South to come up in a proper 
spirit, ask our Northern fHends to give us all our rights, 
and take off the ruthless restrictions which cut off the 
supply of slaves from foreign lands. As a matter of 
right and Justice to the South, I would ask the Democracy 
of the North to grant us this thing, and I believe they 
have the patriotism and honesty to do it, because it is 
right In, itself. I tell you, fellow-Democrats, that the 
African Slave-trader is the true Union man. (Cheers and 
laughter.) I tell you that the Slave-trading of Virginia 
is more' immoral, more unchristian In every possible 
point of view, than that African Slave-trade which goes 
to Africa and brings a heathen and worthless man here, 
makes him a usefbl man, Christianizes him, and sends 
him and his posterity down the stream of time to Join Ita 
the blessings of civilization. (Cheers and laughtor.) 
Now, fellow-Democrats, so far as any public expression 
of the State of Virginia — the great Slave-trading State 
of Virginia — has been given, they are all opposed to the 
African Slavet-rade. 

Dr. Reed of Indiana. — I am firom Indiana, and I am In 
favor of It. 

Mr. Gaulden— Now, gentlemen, we are told, upon 
hlfl^h authority, that there is a certain class of men who 
strain at a gnat and swallow a camel. Now, Virginia, 
which authorises the buying of Christian men, separat- 
ing them from their wives and children, from all the re- 
lations and associations amid whom they have Uved for 
years, rolls up her eyes in holy horror when I would go to 
Africa, buy a savage, and Introduce him to the blessings 
of civilization and Christianity. (Cheers and laughter.) 

Mr. Rynders of N. Y. — You can get one or two re- 
cruits from New- York to Join with you. 

The President. — The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. (Cries of " Go on ! Go on !") 

The President— stated that if It was the unanimous 
wish of the Convention, the gentleman could proceed. 

Mr. Gaulden.— Now, Fellow-Democrats, the slave- 
trade In Virginia forms a mighty and powerful reason 
for Its opposition to the AMcan slave-trade, and in this 
remark I do not intend any disrespect to my friends 
from Virginia. Virginia, the Mother of States and of 
statesmen, the Mother of Presidents, I apprehend may 
err as well as other mortals. I am afraid that her error 
in this regard Ues in the promptings of the almighty dol- 
lar. It has been my fortune to go Into that noble old 
State to buy a few darkles, and I have had to pay from 
$1,000 to $2,000 a head, when I could go to Africa and 



buy better negroes for $60 apiece. (Great laughter.) 
Now, unquestionably, it is to the interest of Virginia to 
break down the African slave-trade when she can sell 
her negroes at $2,()00. She knows that the African slave- 
trade would break up her monopoly, and hence her ob- 
jection to it. If any of you Northern Democrats— for I 
have more Iklth In you than I have in the Carpet-Knight 
Democracy of the South— will go home with me to my 
plantation In Georgia, but a little way from here, I will 
show you some darkies that I bought in Maryland, some 
that I bought in Virginia, some in Delaware, some in 
Florida, some In North Carolina, and I will also show 
you the pure African, the noblest Roman of them all. 
(Great laughter.) Now, Fellow-Democrats, my feeble 
health and failing voice, admonish me to bring the few 
remarks I have to make to a close. (Cries of ** Go on, 
go on.") I am only sorry that I am not in a better con 
ditlon th'an I am to vindicate before you to-day the 
words of truth, of honesty, and of light, and to show 
you the gross inconsistenciei of the South in this regard. 
I came from the First Congressional District of the State 
of Geor^a. I represent the African Slave-trade Inter- 
ests of that section. (Applause.) I am proud of the 
position I occupy in that respect. I believe that the 
African slave-trader is a true missionary, and a true 
CJhristian (applause), and I have pleaded with my dele- 
gation from Georgia to put this issue squarely to the 
Northern Democracy, and say to them. Are yon pre- 
pared to go back to first principles, and take off your 
unconstitutional restrictions, and leave this question to 
be settled by each State? Now do this, fellow-cltisens, 
and you will have peace in the country. But so long aa 
your Federal Legislature takes Jurisdiction of this ques- 
tion, so long will there be war, so long will there be iU- 
blood, so long will there be strife, until this glorious 
Union of ours shall be disrupted and go out In blood 
and night forever. 1 advocate the repeal of the laws 
prohibiting the African Slave-trade, because I believe It 
to be the true Union movement. I do not believe that 
sections whose interests are so different as the Soulliern 
and Northern States can ever stand the shocks of fanati- 
cism, unless they be equally balanced. I believe by re» 
opening this trade, and giving us negroes to populate the 
Territories, that the equilibrium of the two sections will 
be maintained. But if the South lies supinely by, and 
allows the people of the North to people all the Terri- 
tories, until we come to be a hopeless fraction in the 
Government, then that gallant band of Democrats North 
may in vain attempt to stay the torrent that will roll 
down upon us. It will not be in your power to do It. It 
should be the object of the South now to say to the North : 
Let us have all our rights in this matter ; let us take off 
these restrictions against the African Slave-trade, and 
leave it to each State to settle for iUelf. Then we would 
want no protection, and then I would be willing to let 
you have as much Squatter Sovereignty as you wish. 
Give us an equal chance, and I tell you the institution 
of Slavery will take care of Itself. We will give you all 
the Squatter Sovereignty that the North can desire, Mr. 
Douglas, or anybody else. If you will take off the uncon- 
stitutional restrictions on the Slave-trade and let the 
negroes come. Then, gentlemen, we should proceed 
harmoniously, go on to prosper and prospering, until 
the last trump of God should sound ; until time waa 
merged in the ocean of eternity. (Applause.) I say, 
Fellow-Democrats, that I remained here because I have 
great faith in the Northern Democracy. If I am forced 
to part with yon, it will be with a bleeding heart. I 
know not exactly what position I occupy here (laugh- 
ter), for the majority of my delegation have voted to 
secede. We came here instructed to vote as a unit. 
Whether the minority are bound to go out with the 
majority is a question which I have not yet fully deter- 
mined in my own mind, but at any rate, I told them this 
morning, and I tell them now, I will not go out yet ; I 
intend to stay here ; I intend to hold on to the great 
Democratic Party of the Union so long as I can consist- 
ently with honor and propriety, for I believe that if we 
break up In a row here, and the Democratic Party of 
the country is destroyed, this Union falls as certainly as 
the sun rises and sets. I warn you, seceders, if your 
action here to-day should have the effect of dismember- 
ing and destroying the great Democratic Party of the 
North, that you destroy this Government beyond all 
question (applause) ; and t^e Union falls, and falls for- 
ever ! Now, I am not a dlsunlonist. I love this Union 
fbr the memories of the past and for the hopes of the 
friture. (Applause.) The blood of my ancestors was 
poured out around this city and throughout the Sonth to 
rear aloft the proud banner of our glorious Union. I, aa 
an humble descendant of theirs, feel bound to maintain 
this Union and the Constitution so long, and no longer 
than I can do it honorably and Justly to myself and my 
countiy. But I ^'^ "^ ^'"^ dnapair of the RepubUe. JBd» 
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wit — the rules of the Home of Representativei — he was 
unable to discern that he had any authority, even 
prima faeU^ to scrutinise and canvass credentials, 
although they were such as, upon their face, were free 
from contest or controversy either of form or of substance, 
and therefore he deemed it his duty to reserve tlie deter- 
mination of that question to be submitted to the Conven- 
tion. And in due time the Ohair will present that ques- 
tion as one of privilege to this body. 

Gentlemen, the Convention is now In order for tbe 
transaction of business. 

The Address of the President was delivered 
in a clear, loud voice, with much emphasis, and 
was listened to with close attention. The state- 
ment of the position in which the business was 
left at the time of the adjournment at Charles- 
ton, created an evident sensation, inasmuch as it 
indicated that, according to the opinion of the 
Chair, the platfon^ question, as well as the re- 
solution declaring that a vote equal to two-thirds 
of the full electoral college to be necessary to 
the nomination of a candidate for the Presi- 
dency, were each in a position to be again 
brought up for the action of the Convention. 

ADMISSION OF DELXQATKS. 

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, offered the following 
resolution : 

Besolvedt that the President of this Convention direct 
the Sergeant-at- Arms to issue tickets of admission to the 
delegates of the Convention aa originaUy constituted and 
organized at Charleston. 

Mr. Cavanaugh, of Minnesota, moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table, and upon that motion called for a 
vote by States ; but by request withdrew his motion to 

{»e«mlt Mr. Sanford E. Church, of N. T., to offer the fol- 
owing, which was read for the informatton of the Con- 
Tention and created much excitement : 

Jissolvedy That the credentials of all persons claiming 
Beats in this Convention made vacant by the secession 
of delegates at Charleston be referred to the Committee 
on Credentials, and said Committee is hereby instructed, 
as soon as practicable, to examine the same and report 
the names of persons entitled to such seats, with the 
district — ^understanding, however, that every person ac- 
cepting a seat in this Convention is bound in honor and 
good faith to abide by the action of this Convention and 
support its nominations. 

After a running debate on questions of order, 
in which Messrs. Cochrane, of N. Y., Saulsbury, 
of Del., Clark, of Mo., Montgomery, of Pa., 
Cavanaugh, of Min., and the Chair participated. 

Mr. Church moved his resolution as an amendment to 
that offered by Mr. Howard, and upon that he called for 
the previous question. 

Messrs. Gllmor and Randall rose to debate the ques- 
tion, but the Chair ruled debate not in order. 

Mr. Avery, of North Carolina.— I call for a division of 
the question, so that the first question shall be upon 
referring those credentials to the Committee, and the 
second question upon the proposition to initiate test- 
oaths in the Democratic Convention. [Applause.] 

The Chair could not entertain such a proposition at 
that time, as the previous question had been demanded. 
The question was — ^Wonld the Convention second the 
demand for the previous question f 

Mr. Russell, of Ya.— I ask that this Convention will 
allow me to make a friendly, candid and sincere appeal 
to the gentleman who made the call for the previous 
question (Mr. Church, of New- York) to withdraw his 
call. 

The President.— The Chair has no authority over that 
question. 

Mr. Russell.— I ask the Chair to appeal to the gentte- 
man to allow fair play in this Convention. 

Mr. Stuart, of Mich.— I insist that the Chair preserve 
order. 

The President.— The gentleman fh>m Tirglnia (Mr. 
Russell) ]a not in order. 

Mr. RusselL— If we are to be constrained to silence, I 
beg gentlemen to consider the silence of Virginia as 
somewhat ominous. (Applause and hisses.) 

The qu( stion was stated to be upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question. Being taken «it>a 
«ocs, 

The President stated that the noes appeared to have it. 



Mr. RiehardsoB, of IlL, doubted the announcement, 
and asked that the vote be taken by States, which was 
ordered. 

Mr. Brodhead, of Pa., stated that Mr. Church was 
willing to withdraw his call for the previous question. 
The Chair decided that it was too late. 
Mr. Saulsbury, of Delaware, moved a recess to 4 p.v. 
Lost: 78Ho ITSf 

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee. — ^I hold In my hand a respect* 
ftil communication from one of the States of this Union, 
Mississippi, not now represented upon tills floor, addressed 
to the President of this (k>nventlon. I desire tiiat it be 
read for the information of the Convention. 

The President. — It can only 1t>e done by common consent, 
as the seconding the demand for the previous question la 
now pending. 
Cries of " object," "object," from various quarters. 
The President— Objection being made to readhig this 
communication, the Secretary will proceed to call the roll 
of States upon the seconding the demand for the previous 
question. 

The question being then taken by States upon second- 
ing the demand for the previous question, it was not 
agreed to. 

YsAa— Maine, 6; New-Hamp«hh«, 5; Vermont, 4}; 
Massachusetts, 4; Connecticut, 8i ; New-Jersey, 2i ; Penn- 
sylvania, 9i; Maryland, 8; Missouri, 2i; Tennessee, 8; 
Kentucky, H *, Ohio, 28 ; Indiana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michi- 
gan, 6; Wlsconsfai, 5; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesoto, 2^—108^. 

NATS.-*-Maine, 2; Vermont, i; Massachusetts, 8); 
Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 2— one absent ; New-York, 
85; New-Jersey, ^\ Pennsylvania, 16*; Delaware, 2; 
Maryland, 6; Virginia, 15; North CaroUna, 10 ; Arkansas, 
1 ; Missouri, 6^ ; Tennessee, 8 ; Kentucky, IQk ; Minne- 
sota, li : California, 4; Oregon, 8— 140K 

On calling the roll, the New-York delegation asked per- 
mission to retire for consultation, and during the interim 
there was an entire cessation of business. The vote of the 
State as a unit was finally rendered against the call for the 
previous question. 

The question was then stated to be upon the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. Gllmor, of Pennsylvania, offered the following 
amendment to BIr. Churches resolution : 

^MotoMf , That the President of the Convention be di- 
rected to Issue ticicets of admission to seats in the Conven- 
tion, to the delegates from the States of Texas, Florida, 
Mississippi, and Arkansas, in which States there are no 
contesting delegations. 

Without takmg a vote on Mr. Olhnor's resolution, the 
Convention, on motion of Mr. Randall, of Pa., took a re- 
cess till 6 P.M. 

When the Convention reassembled, the President said : 
Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, has the floor upon an 
amendment moved by Mr. Gllmor, of Pennsylvania. 

Before proceeding in the debate, the Chahr begs leave to 
state to the Convention that he has had placed in his hands 
the credentials of gentlemen clahning seats in the Conven- 
tion, from the States of Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, Flo- 
rida. Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas, Includ- 
ing in that enumeration the letter presented to the Con- 
vention, in his place, by Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, in be- 
half of the gentlemen claiming seats from the State of 
Mississippi, and in addition to that, there has been ad- 
dressed to the Chair, a communication from Mr. Chaffee, 
claiming a seat flrom the State of Massachusetts. The Chair 
deems it his duty to communicate. the fact to the Conven- 
tion that those several documents have been placed In his 
hands, to be presented at the proper time to the considera- 
tion of the Convention. 

Mr. Gllmor, of Pennsylvania. — ^I have made a small ad- 
dition to the amendment I offered this morning to tlie 
amendment of the gentleman from New-York (Mr. Church), 
for the purpose of 'covering the cases mentioned by the 
Chair just now. 
The amendment, as modified, was read as follows : 
JResohoed^ That the President of the Convention be au- 
thorized to issue tickets of admission to seats in this Con- 
vention, to the delegates fh>m the States of Arkansas, 
Texas, Florida, and Mlssisa^pl, in which States th:;re are 
no contesting delegations, and that in those States, to wit : 
Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana, where there 
are contesting delegationi, a Committee on Credentials 
shall be appomted, by the several delegations, to report 
upon said States. 

After discussing points of order, Mr. Clark, of Missouri, 
offered a substitute for Mr. OUmor's amendment, which 
was read for the information of the Convention, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the proviso In the amendment of Mr. Church, 
of New-York, and add the following : 

liesolvedf That the cithens of the several States of the 
Union have an equal light to settle and remain in the Ter. 
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ritorles of the United States, and to hold therein, nnmo- 
lested by any legislation whatever, their slave and other 
property ; and that this Ck>nvenUon recognizes the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the ]>red 
Scott case, as a true exposition of the Constitution in re- 
gard to the rights of the citisens of the several States and 
Territories of the United States, upon all subjects concern* 
ing which it treats ; and that the members of this Conven- 
tion pledge themselves, and require all others who may be 
authorized as delegates to make the same pledge, to sup- 
port the Democratic candidates, fairly and in good faith, 
nominated by this Convention' according to the usages of 
the National Democratic Party. 

Mr. Randall then took the floor and opposed the amend- 
ment of Mr. Church, and favored that of Mr. Gilmor. 

The amendment of the gentleman from New York im- 
poses a condition upon the returning members of the 
several States that seceded at Charleston. I deny the 
power of the Convention to Impose any such conation. 
The right of thdr constituents is unqualified and 
beyond the power of this Convention, to send thefa: re- 
presentatives to this body without condition and withoid 
limitation. ( Applause and hisses). It is an interference 
with the right of the constituents of seven seceding 
States to impose any qualification upon their represent- 
atives in this body. I deny its equity or its justice. We 
who sit here — the honorable gentleman who moved the 
amendment, the President, the Yice-Presidents of this 
body— all who sit here, are unfettered by any such 
limitation or condition. (Applause.) What Justice in 
imposing upon others the condition that they shall come 
In here as slaves, with the bands and the iron fetters 
about them, with no right to exercise their judgment or 
their patriotism, except as the majority of this body 
may choose to indicate? I deny the power or the right. 
The proposition has been put in the least offensive 
•hape. 

It is said in the amendment that it Is " understood." 
Understood 1 an apology for the broad declaration of a 
naked Invasion of the rights of freemen. Not that the 
members of tliis body thus admitted have denied the 
rigl]|l, but it is understood that -they are pledged to do 
vrhjA other members are not pledged to do — to conform 
to the decision of the majority. Mr. P/esident and gen- 
tlemen, I invoke you to look at the injustice of every 
such qualification — a qualification which no honorable 
man, except under very peculiar circumstances, could 
evei* submit to: a qualification which it is known that 
the '.representatives of these seven seceding States will 
never submit to. (Applause and hisses.) But, Mr. Pre- 
sident and brethren of the great Democratic family, 
who are now contending for the success of the Demo- 
cratic cause, I ask you to halt, not simply upon the 
ground of right and justice, but of policy. Not a mem> 
ber of this body but knows that the representatives of 
those States will not give any such pledge (applause 
aQd' hisses); that it is tantamount to a declaration of 
setTession from the body. (Applause and hisses.) 

The debate was continued by Messrs. Richardson, of 
HI., Cochrane, of N. T., Montgomery, of Pa., Merrick, 
of IlL, King, of Mo., and West of Ct., against Mr. Gil- 
mor's amendment, and by Messrs. Russell, of Va., 
Ewing, of Tenn., Loring, of Mass., Hunter, of Mo., 
Avery, of N. C, and Atkins, of Tenn., in favor. At last, 
Mr. Atkins moved the previous question, which was sus- 
tained, 238 to 18^, and the Convention acljourned till 
Tuesday morning. 

On the reassembling of the Convention, Mr. Cfhurch 
asked and obtained unanimous consent to make a pro- 
position which he thought would produce harmony. Ue 
said: 

Upon consultation with the gentleman (Mr. Gilmor., 
who moved that amendment to my amendment, we 
have agreed, if it meets the approbation of this Conven- 
tion, for the purpose of harmonizing the action of this 
Convention, to an arrangement alike honorable to both 
sides, and which, if carried out, will terminate the con- 
troversy as to pending questions. The proposition which 
has been made and accepted is simply this : The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gilmor) is to withdraw his 
amendment to my amendment, and then I am to with- 
draw the latter part of my resolutions, leaving only a 
simple resolution of reference to the Committee on Cre- 
dentials. (Applause). 

This proposition was accepted, and the resolution, as 
tiius amended, was adopted without a division. Yacan* 
cies in the Committee on Credentials were filled, and the 
committee, as now constituted, consisted of the following 
gentlemen : 

C. D. Jameson, Me. ; A. P. Hughes, N. H. ; Stephen 
Thomas, Vt. ; Oliver Stevens, Mass. : George H. Brown, 
li. I. ; James Gallagher, Conn. ; Delos De Wolfe, N. Y. ; 
A. 11. Bpear, N. J. ; H. M. Forth, Pa. ; W. S. Gittings, 



Md. ; IS. W. Hubbard, Ya. ; R. R. Bridges, N. 0. : B. P. 
Perry, 8. C. ; James B. Steadman, Ohio ; W. H. CarroL 
Tenn. ; S. A. Hall, Ind. ; W. J. AUen,- 111. ; John M. 
Krum, Mo.; Bei^. Follet, Mich.; D. 0. Finch, Iowa: 
P. a Smith, Wis. ; H. H. Sibley, Minn. ; J. H. Beverly, 
Del ; Isaac J. Stevens, Oregon ; G. H. Morrow, Kea 
tucky ; D. S. Gregory, CaL 

A paper was presented from Mr. 0*Fallon, of Mlssoml, 
who had acted at Charleston in the place of one of the 
regularly appointed delegates from that State, bat had 
been refused a ticket in Baltimore, asking admission.— 
His case was referred to the Committee on Credentials. 

The memorial of the contesting delegates from Arkan- 
sas was also presented, and was handed to the Commit- 
tee on Credentials. And the Ck>nmiittee took a recess 
till 6 P.M., at which time It reassembled, but, the Com- 
mittee on Credentials not being ready to report, the 
Convention, without transacting any business, adjourned 
to 10 o^elock the following day, 30th. 

The Convention met at the usual hour, on 
Wednesday, the 20th, but, in consequence of the 
delay of the Committee on Credentials in report- 
ing,, no business was transacted. 

ItEPOBT or THE COMMITTEE ON CItEDENTIALS. 

On Thursday, the 21st, the Committee on 
Credentials presented their report, or rather re- 
ports, for there were three ; the majority report 
being presented by Mr. Krum, of Missouri, as 
follows : 



1st. Se»oU)6d, That (jleorge H. Gordon, BS. Barksdale, 
W. F. Barry, H. C. Chambers, Jos. R. Davis, Beverly Mat- 
thew, Charles Clarke, W. L. Featherston, P. F. SUdeU, 
C. G. Armistead. W. F. Avaunt, and T. J. Hucston, are 
entitled to seats in this Conventlou as delegates from the 
State of Mississippi. 

2d. JSesolvedf That Pierre SouI6, F. Cotterman, R. 0. 
Wickliffe, Michael Ryan, Maunsell White, Charles Bien- 
Venala, Gustav Lenroy, J. C. Morse, A. 8. Heron, N. D. 
Colbum, J. N. T. Richardson and J. L. Walker are entitled 
to seats in thb Convention as delegates from the State of 
Louisiana. 

8d. Besolced^ That R. W. Johnson, T. C. Hindman, J. 
P. Johnson, Henry Carroll, J. Gould, and John A. Jor- 
dan, be entitled to seats as Delegates from the State of 
Arkansas, with power to cast two votes, and that Thomas 
H. Bradley, M. Hooper, and D. C. Cross be also admitted 
to seats as delegates from the same State, with power to 
cast &ns vote ; and, in case either portion of said dele- 
gates shall refuse or neglect to take their said seats and 
to cast their said votes, the other portion of said dele- 
gates taking seats in this Convention shall be entitled to 
east the entire three votes of said State. 

4th. Hesolved^ That J. M. Bryan, F. R. Lubbock, F. 8. 
Stockdale, E. Green, H. R. RunneU, Wm. B. Ochiltree, 
M. W. Carey, Wm, H, Parrows, R, Ward, J. F. Crosby, B. 
Burrows, and V. H. Manning are entitled to seats from 
Texas. 

5th. B^aoVotd^ That James A. Bayard and William G. 
Whiteley are entitled to seats from the county of Neir- 
Castle, Del 

6th. Heeolvedy ThatK. S. Chaffee, who was duly admit- 
ted at Charleston as a delegate from the fifth congress- 
ional district of Massachusetts, is still entitled to said seat 
in this Convention, and that B. F. Hallett, who has as- 
sumed said seat, is not entitled thereto. 

7th. Eesolved^ That John O^Fallon, who was duly ad* 
mitted at Charleston as a delegate from the eighth electo- 
ral district of Missouri, is still entitled to said seat In this 
Convention, and that Johnson B. Gardy, who has as- 
sumed said sealt, is not entitled thereto. 

8th. BesoVoed, That R. A. Baker, D. C. Humphrey, 
John Forsyth, Wm. Jewett, I. 1. Seibles, S. C. Posey, 
L. £. Parsons, Joseph C. Bradley, Thomas B. Cooper, 
James Williams, C. H. Brynan, Daniel W. Weakley, 
L. M. B. Martyr, John W. Howard, W. R. R. Wyatt, B. 
Hanson, Thes. M. Matthews, and Norbert M. Lord are en* 
titled to seats In the Convention as delegates from the 
State of Alabama. • 

9th, Besolvedy That the delegation from the State of 
Georgia, of which H. L. Benning is chairman, be ad- ■ 
mitted to seats In the Convention, with power to cast on 
half of the vote of said State, and^ that the delegatio 
from said State, of which OoL Gardner Is chairman, bi 
also admitted to the Convention, with power to east on 
half of the vote of said State ; and if either of said del 
gations refuse or neglect to cast, the vote as above Inc 
cated, that in said case the delegisttes present In the C<^ 
vention be authorised to cast the full vote of said St 
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k ntrl"» n^CT-^lcd to Ilw Cli..:lMl.,.i Cniivertli»D I 

'' ^'bt -Cominittee presented an elaboratetf 
argued report to siuuin their reBoliiUoEui, wbicb 
wu ^goed by 

1. 1. Shtihb, Oregon, E. W. Hobbabd, Vi., 
A. R Sfieb, N. J., R. R. Bridqin, N. C, 
H. U. North, Penn., W. U. Cabboll, Teon., 
JoBN H. BiWLiT, Del, Qto. H. Uohbow, K; | 
D. S. Gbeooki, C&I. 
Id tbe points of diCTereuce between the aii- 
joritj «nd minority reports of tha CoromittBe 
on CredeDUiilH, I concur in the conclusion 
the minority report in the cases of Geoi 
Alabnina, MiBSoiiri and Uass&ubusetta. 

AiROK T. Hnaiua, New-Htuipshir 
Ur. GittingB, of Maryland, preseoled still 
other report, concluding with tbe folloiring 
resoluCiona : 
Btiolttd, That m macb of tha mnjoilty report 






UkMiiirl, Dilairars, Ackauiw, Qeoif, Louiilu 
TexBx, Ih adapted. 

BtKhud, Tbu tbs dcfegstlen il irMch L. P. 1 
ll Bhaljman, ht, and ttaar ara tiereb^, declared th 
r«tatarlr autbortaed r«prca«&tallvca of Ibo Sti 
llahama, and aa inch vs eoUtlod to awti . 
NaUonal Semocratis CoaTentlaii. 

Ur. StcTens demBiUded the 
which WW Bustained by the 
the iDain quesUon was ordered, but, 
tating the vote, the ConTcntioii adjourned. 

When the Convention assembled oo the 23d, 
Kr. Git^Dgs withdrew hie report, which brought 
the minority report proper— that of Mr. Ste- 
vens, of Oregon — Qrstin order, and the question 
being put on the ~Eubstitutiaii of the whole 
ctfor'thereportof the nnjority, 
d,^>.(i|,'10Dl tu ISii, as follows: 
Nc»-lftiDpslilre, () 
,Q..()oot,Mi;Ne-J. 
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Mr.;iu'ri, iflmJiiief l';' K^'luSs" S ;' Ohiotai'T'l''- 

illaua. IS 1 lUlnob, 11 : Uiclil^D, i \ Wlusniulu, ii ; luira, 

- ; Mioneeota, It— IW. ' 

Harfland, i Tol* not voted : THiBCHea, 1 vote Dot cut 

ipoit. A dliUon iKlni called fi 
1 the ArBt rcflolutlon, admittlDf I 



diDliIlBKtbeitotil^ 
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i™.H^I«i 



u the second rcflolintutt n 



et wilbdrcir, wUch waa aiiopted w 



gdopted~;eas, ise. oaje, liif 

'. Btiiart, of MichlgBQ, atthk point, madcnK 

ider cacn vote taken, md to li^r tJie lame 



Klarini J. O'ValloD entitled u> 
lelcfatToD claSmtd bj John B, 

Gardf, wu then udopted-^ea^ 1881, nayi, lli. 
The el^tb rcsolotlon, admHUng the cmtciting delegates 

. — .... -._[ idopied, jfeai, l*}|;N«if», 

of Uie mnlarltj report, admitll^ botta delegallons rroiu 
Uefore the vote nai taken. Mr. Seward, of Georgia, pre- 



vntestlog dele^tei fr 



;] delegation from Georgia, bi 
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Jeney, 8}; P^nofljlranla, 10; Maryland, 2 ; North Caro- 
lina, 1 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 4^ ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 
%i ; Indiana, 18; lUUiiois, 11 ; AUchigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5; 
Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2i— 118t. 

Nats— Maine. 2i; Nev-Hampthire, 2; Vermont, i; 
Maasachasetts, 8 ; Gonnecticttt, 2^ ; New-Tork, 85 ; .New- 
Jersey, 8i ; Pennsylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 
6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Arkanaas, \ ; Missouri, 
4i: Tennessee, 12; Kentucky, 10; Minnesota, H; Cali- 
iMsda, 4 ; Oregon, 8— 188f. 

"When New- York was called, her delegates asked time 
ta consult, but finally gave her thirty-five votes against 
the giotion to lay upon ttie table, which, had it prevailed, 
vo-i^ have precluded all ftirther reconsideration of the 
FuMect. 

'aie question recurred upon the Eiotion to reconsider the 
vo(a rejecting the minority resoluUoos. 

Mr. Cessna, of Pa., moved the previous question, which 
TTus^ustained, and ttw quMtioa being takea by States, 
the motion to reconsider w ji||prttd MB to IfM^-^at Hilt* 
lows: ^ 

VCAS-Maine, 2^ ; |7elr-Hamp8blre, 2 ; Vermont, 1 ; Mas- 
&a«husett8, 8 ; Connecttcak 9t ; New-Jersey, 4f ; Pennsyl- 



maintained and supported the Northern Democracy for ths 
reason that they are willing to attribute to us in the South 
equality in ihe Union. The vote to^ay has satisfied the 
minority of the North Carolina delegates that, that being 
refused by our brethren of the Northern Democracy, North 
Carolina — Rip Van Winkle, as you may call her — can no 
longer remain in this Convention. The rights of sovereign 
States and of gentlemen of the South have been denied by 
a mi^jority of this body. We cannot act, as we conceiv«, 
in view of this wrong. I use the word ** wrong " with no 
intention to reflect upon those gentlemen of the North 
Carolina delegation who differ with me or with the majority 
of the delegi^n. For these reasons, without assigning 
any more, as I have no idea of inflicting a speech upon 
this Convention, who are in no state of preparation to re- 
ceive it, I announce that eight out of ten of the votes of 
North Carolina ask to retire. 

WITHDRAWAL OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. Ewing, of Tenne8866.^Mr. President, in behalf of 
the delegation ftom Tennessee, I beg leave to address this 
Convention upon ttiis occasion, so unportant, and, to us, 
so solemn in its consequences. The delegation from Ten- 
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^u^^^*^*»J5* »3*^*»l»l»>J*i 8 ; Vcnnont, 4 ; Mas- 
l^firl^^^.*l^'*^^»*»d, 4rcinnectlcut, 8* ;*New. 



>\vk, 85 ; Ne. 



'2 North-O -^^ »y» ** i PMuwylvania, 10; Marylaaid, 

. .^l^SlKfarolina, I; Arkansas, i; Missouri, 4i; Ten- 
';5^2; Kentucky, 2; Ohio, 28; Indiana. 18; Illinois, 
' ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 6 ; Iowa, 4 ; Mmnesota, 24 — 
149, 

The several motions to lay on the table the question of 
rn^onaidering the votes by which each of the resolutions 
ri Uie majority had been adopted, were then put and car- 
r«<d in the affirmative, and the several delegates who had 
h.'.m. voted in were then admitted to seats. • 

TIHOINIA WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Russell, of Virginia.— If it be the pleasure ofyour- 
e'?!f. Mi. President and the Convention, I will now make 
tite brief announcement of which I made mention this 
morning. 

I will detain the Convention but a very brief time. I 
i^'uderstand that the action of this Convention upon the 
various questions arising out of the reports from the 
r^)mmittee on Credentials has become final, complete and 
irrevocable. And It has become my duty now, by direc- 
Uon of a large msjority of the delegation from Virginia, 
I <;f pectfully to inform this body that it is inconsistent 
with their convictions of duty to participate longer in its 
rl^iberations. (Loud applause in the Convention and in 
the galleries, with loud cries flrom the galleries.) 

The disorder continued for some minutes, after which 

Mr. Russell resumed — ^The delegates from Virginia, 
wHp participate in this movement, have come to the con- 
clusion which I have announced, after long, mature and 
anxious deliberation, and after, in their judgment, hav- 
ing exhausted all honorable efforts to obviate this neces- 
sity. In addition to the facts which appear upon your 
record, I desire the attention of this body long enough 
only to state that it is ascertained that the delegations 
to which you, sir, under the order of this Convention, 
have just directed tickets to be Issued — some of them at 
least and all of them whom we regard as the representa- 
tives of the Democracy of their States— will decline to 
join here in the deliberations of this body. For the rest, 
the reasons which impel us to take this important step 
will be rendered to those to whom only we are responsi- 
ble, the Democracy of the Old Dominion. To you, sir,- 
and to the body over which you preside, I have only to 
say in addition that we bid you a respectful adieu. 

The portion of the delegation from Virginia which re- 
tired then left their seats and proceeded out of the Hall, 
shaking hands with members of various delegations as 
they passed along. 

Mr. Moffatt, of Yirg'mta — made a speech in 
defense of his course, and that of his colleague.s 
who remained in the Convention* 

WITHDRAWAL OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. Lander, of North Oarolina.^Mr. President, painfU 
as the duty is, it is, neverthelon, my duty to announce 
here, as a representative of the aelegates from North Caro- 
lina, that a very large majority of them are compelled to 
retire permanently from this ConvenUon on account of the 
uxOust action, as we conceive, that has this day been per- 
petrated upon some of our sovereign States and fellow 
dtisens of the South. We of the South liaveeheretofore 



njj^ority platform was not adopted, to seek for some pro- 
poi^^n for oompromlee — som^hing that would enable as 
to ^arnJ^^e. They have a candidate who was dear to 
them. ISHif cast away his priet»eet for the sake tA har- 
mony. They Jutve yieided all that they can. They have 
endeavored, witb aU tbdr power, to aceompUsh the result 
they came here fcM* ; but they fear>lhat the result is not to 
be accomplished in a jouuiner that ean render a just and 
proper account to their cdBfitituents. We have consulted 
togethei» and, aftfer anxious and )ong deliberation, without 
knowing exactly what phase this matter'iDti^ui.-2ASlIy pre- 
sent, we have not adopted any decisive rule for our action; 
but a large majority of our dele gatca se m e twenty to four 
-^ave deddfed that, upon the result now obtained, we 
shall ask leave of this Convention to retire, that we may 
consult and announce our final action. We shall take no 
further part in the deliberations of this Convention, unless 
our minds should change ; and of that I can offer you no 
reasonable hope. 

A PORTION OF MARYLAND WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Johnson, of Maryland. — Mr. President, I am author* 
ized by my colleagues to report the state of facts in regard 
to a portion of Uie Maiyland delegation. Representing, 
in part, a district hi Maryland upon which the first blood 
of the urrepressible conflict was shed, a d^fitrict which sent 
fifteen men in midwinter to the rescue of Philadelphia 
and New-Jersey, we are obliged now to take a step which 
dissolves our connection with you, and to bid you a final 
adieu. We have made all sacrifices for the grand old 
Democratic party, whose mission it has been to preserve 
the ConsdtuUon and to care for the Republic for more 
than sixty years, until it now seems as if you were going 
to substitute a man in the place of principle. (Calls to 
order.) I desire to be respectful. I desire to say that the 
action of the majority of the late Convention — a minority 
created by the operation of a technical unit rule imposed 
upon the Convention contrary to Democratic precedent 
and usage — States have been disfranchised, and districts 
deprived of their rights, until. In our opinion, it is no longer 
consistent with our honor or our rights, or the rights of 
our constituents, to remain here. Cherishing deeply and 
warmly tfie remembrance of the many gallant deeds you 
have done for us in times past, hpping that hereafter no 
occasion may ever occur to weaken this feeling, I now, on 
behalf of the representatives of Maryland, tell you that 
in all ftiture time, and in all future contests, our lot is cast 
with the people of the South. Their God shall be our God, 
and their country our country. (Applause.) 

Mr. Glass, of Virginia, declined any further 
participation in the proceedings of the Conven- 
tion, but did not indorse the action of his col- 
leagues in withdrawing. 

Mr. Watterson, of Tennessee, declined to 
withdraw. 

CALIFORNIA WITHDRAWS — ^AN EXCITE] 

Mr. Smith, of California, said : While. J^a^^Qot tsj 
with the gentleman from Tennessee CVr is t^i^^ that my 

Democracy dates back to that time flth pow«^'., ■ ' 

collection, yet I can say that it is I if eith ' *^ 
or heaven. California Is here wSe vot 27^1 
California is here with a laceraftes pret ^ * 
weeping over the downfall and |^ foU vol 
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inocrtftic party. (Applanso and laughter.) Tea, sir, the 
destruction of the Democratic party, consummated by 
assassins now grinning upon this floor. (Loud cries of 
^ order," " order," ** put him out," and great confusion.) 

DELAWARE WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Saulsbury did not desire to occupy the attetition of 
the Convention but for a moment. The delegates from his 
State had done all in their power to promote the harmony 
and unity of this Convention, and it was their purpose to 
continue to do so. I am, however, instructed by tlie 
delegation to announce that they desire to be excused 
from voting on any fUrther ballots or votes, unless cir- 
cumstances should alter thii determination. It is our 
desire to be left free to act or not act, their desire being 
to leave the question open for the consideration of their 
oonstituents after their return home. 

Mr. Steele, of North Carolina, briefly addressed the 
Convention, stating that he, for the present, at least, 
should not retire. 

After explanations and debate, the motion ** Shall the 
main question be now put," (to go into nomination of can- 
didates for President and Vice-Presldtrnt) was carried, and 
the Convention adjourned. 

KENTUCKY WITHDRAWS IN PART. 

On Saturday (28cl), Mr. Caldwell, of Kentucky, in be- 
half of the delegation from that State, said : 

The circumstances in which we (the Kentucky Dele- 
gation) are placed are exceedingly embarrassing, and we 
have not therefore been enabled to come to an entirely 
harmonious conclusion. The result is, however, that nine 
of the delegates of Kentucky remain in the Convention. 
(applause.) There are ten delegates who withdraw from 
the Convention. 

The exact character of their withdrawal is set forth in a 
single paragraph, with their names appended, which I 
desire the Secretary to read before I sit down. There are 
five others— completing the delegation— who desire for 
tlie present to suspend their connection with the action 
of this Convention. I will add here, tiiat there may be 
no misunderstanding, that I myself am one of those five, 
and we have also signed a short paper, which I shall also 
%sk the Secretary to read to the Convention. 

I am requested by those who withdraw from the Con- 
vention, and by those who suspend their action for the 
present with the Convention, to say that it is their wish 
that their seats in this Convention shall not be filled or 
occupied by any others ; and that no one shall claim tlie 
right to cast their votes. The right of those remaining in 
the Convention to cast their individual vote, is not by us 
questioned iiL any degree. But we enter our protest 
against any one casting our vote. 

I will ask the Secretary to read the papers I have indi- 
cated, and also one which a gentleman of our delegation 
has handed me, which he deshres to be read. I atsk that 
the three papers be read. 

The first paper read was signed James 6. 
Leach, the writer of which animadverted in 
rather strong terms upon the action of the Con- 
vention, in the matter of the admission and 
rejection of delegates from certain States. The 
communication was regarded as disrespectful to 
the Convention, and, on motion of Mr. Payne, 
of Ohio, it was returned to the writer. The 
Secretary then read the other two communica- 
tions from the Kentucky delegation as follows : 

2b the Ban. Caleb Cushinfff Pretideni of the National 
Demooratio Con/oetUUm^ aesembUd in the eity of 
Baltimore : 

The Democratic Convention for the State of Kentucky, 
held in the city of Frankfort, on the 9th day of January, 
I860, among others, adopted the following resolution : 

Beeoloed^ That we pledge the Democracy of Kentucky 
to an honest and industrious support of the nominee of 
the Charleston Convention. 

ISnce the adoption of this resolution, and the assembling 
of this Convention, events have transpired not then con* 
templated, notwithstanding which we have labored dili- 
gently to preserve the harmony and unity of said Con- 
vention ; but discord and disintegration have prevailed 
to such an extent that we feel that our efforts cannot 
accorattlish this end. 

Th^efore, without intending to vacate our seats, or to 
joiner participate in any other Convention or orptnlsa- 
tiod^n this city, and with the intention of again co- 
operating with this Convention, should its unity and. 
barmony be restored by any future event, we now de- 



clare that we will not participate in the meantime In the 
deliberations of this Convention, nor hold ourselves or 
constituents bound by its action, but leave both at iUll 
liberty to act as future circumstances may dictate. 
N. W. WuxiAMBOM, W. Braslrt, 

G. A. Caldwkxx, Samitel B. Fiioj), 

Tbob. J. TOUMO. 

ReeoUoed^ That the Chairman of our delegation be 
instructed to inform the Convention in our behalf that, in 
the present condition of that body, we 'deem it inconsist- 
ent with our duty to ourselves and our constituents to 
participate further in its deliberations. Our reasons for 
so doing will be given to the Democracy of Kentucky. 
Jno. Dishman, L. Grkrn, 

J. S. KbNDALL, R. M. J0H5S0N, 

Jus. B. Bbck, Cal. Bittlkb, 

D. W. QOAKUB, R. NlCEBB, 

COLBBBT ChCIL, JaMKS Qt, LbaCH. 

Mr. Reed, of Ky., spoke briefly in defense of 
the course of the nine delegates from that State, 
who remained with the Couventiou. 

MISSOURI DEFINKS HKR POSITION. 

Mr. Clark, of Missouri, announced as the re- 
sult of a consultation of a portion of the Mis- 
souri delegation, • that two of that delegation 
had decided to withdraw from tire Convention. 

Mr. Hill, of N. C, who had refused to retire 
with his colleagues on the previous day, now 
announced his intention of withdrawing. 

Mr. Cessna, of Pennsylvania, called for the 
vote upon his resolution to proceed to nominate 
candidates for President and Vice-President. 

MR. CUSUINO RESIGNS THK CHAIR. 

Mr. Cushing resigned his post as presiding 
officer, in a brief speech, and left the chair. 

Gov. Tod, of Oliio, immediately assumed the 
chair, and was greeted with cnihusiastic and 
hearty cheers. After order was restored, he 
said: 

As the present presiding officer of this Convention by 
common consent of my brother Vice-Presidents, wltb 
great diffidence I assume the chair. When I announce 
to you that for thirty-four years I have stood up in that 
district so long misrepresented by Joshua R. Giddlngs, 
with tlie Democratic banner in my hand (applause), I 
knoir that I shall receive the good wishes of this Conven- 
tion, at least, for the discharge of the duties of the chair, 
ir there are no privileged questions intervening/ tbe 
Secretary will proceed with the call of the States. 

MASSACHDSKTT8 DESIRKS A HEARING. 

Mr. Butler, of Mass., addressed the chair, and desired 
to present a protest Objection was made by Mr. 
Cavanaugh, of Minnesota, and the States were called on 
the question of proceeding to a vote for President. 
When Massachusetts was called, Mr. Butler said : Mr. 
President, I have the instruction of a majority of the 
delegation from Massachusetts to present a written pro- 
test. I will send it to the Chafar to have it read. (Calls 
to order.) ' And further, with your leave, I desire to say 
what I think will be pleasant to this Convention. First, 
that, while a majority of the delegation from Massachu- 
setts do not purpose further to participate in the doings 
of this Convention, we desire to part, if we may, to meet 
you as friends and Democrats again. We desire to part 
in the same spirit of manly courtesy with which we came 
together. Therefore, if you will allow me, instead of 
reading to you a long document, I will state, within par- 
liamentary usage, exactly the reasons why we take the 
step we do. 

Thanking the Convention for their courtesy, allow me 
to say that though we have protested against the action 
of this bod^ excluding the delegates, although we are not 
satisfied with that action— 

We have not discussed the question, Mr. President, 
whether the action of the Convention, in excluding cer- 
tain delegates, could be any reason for withdrawal. We 
now put our withdrawal before you, upon the simple 
ground, among others, that there has been a withdrawal 
in part of a minority of the States, and further (and that, 
perhaps, more personal to myself), upon the ground that 
I will not sit in a Convention where the African slave- 
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trade— which Is piracy faty the laws of my country— Is ap- 
provingly advocated. (G-reat sensation.) 

A portion of the Maraachosetts delegation here retired. 

Mr. Sterens, of Massachusetts, said— I am not ready 
at this moment to cast the vote of Massachusetts, the 
delegation being in consultation as to their rights. 

The call proceeded, the chairman of each Con- 
veation maJkiug a speeeh oa delivering the vote 
of his State ; and Mr. Sterens finally stated that, 
although a portion of the Massachusetts delega- 
tion had withdrawn, he was instructed by his 
remaining colleagues to cast the entire vote of 
the State. 

Mr. fiussell, of Kew York, withdrew the name 
of Horatio Seymour as a candidate. The fol- 
lowing is the result of the ballotings for Presi- 
dent: 
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Total 178^ 5 10 18U U H 

On the first ballot, Heniy A. Wise, of Virginia, received 
I a vote from Maryland; Bocock, of Va., received 1 vote 
from Virginia ; Daniel S. Dickinson, i vote from Virginia; 
and Horatio Seymour 1 vote from Pennsylvania. 

On the announcement of the first ballot, Mr. Church, of 
New-York, offered the following : 

JSeeoleed tmcmiimouslyt That Stephen A. Don^^. of 
the State of Illinois, having now received two-thirds of all 
the votes given in this Convention, is hereby declared, in ac- 
cordance urith the rales governing this body, and in accord- 
ance with the uniform customs and rules of former Demo- 
cratic National ■ Conventions, the regular nominee of the 
Democratic party of the United States, for the ofl&ce of 
President of the United States. 

Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania, raised the point of order, 
that the resolution proposed practically to resdnd a rule 
of the Convention (requiring two-thirds of a full Conven- 
tion, 202 votes, to nominate), and could not, under the 
rules, be adopted without one day's notice. 

The Chah: ruled that ttie resolution was in order, and 
after a lengthy and animated debate it was withdrawn till 
after another ballot should be taken. When tiie result of 
the second ballot had been anDOunoed, Mr, Church's re-, 
solution was caUed up again and passed. 

Benj. Fitzpatrick, of Alabama, was nominated 
for Vice-President, receiving 198^ votes, and 
Mr. WilUam C. Alexander, of N. J., 1. [Mr. 
Fitzpatrici£ declined the nomination two aays 
afterward, and the National Committee supplied 
the vacancy, by the nomination of Herscbel V. 
Johnson, of Georgia]. 

Got. WickUffe, of Louisiana, offered the following resola 

tion as an addition to the PUtform adopted at Charleston 

BetoUoed^ That hi its accordance with the interpreta 



tion of the Cincinnati Platfbnn, tfaat, daring the eztstoiee 
of the Territorial Governments^ the measure of restric- 
tion, whatever it may be, imposed by the Federal Conati 
ttttion on the power of the Territorial Legislature over the 
subject of the domestic relations, as the same has been, or 
shall hereafter be, finally determined by tiie Supreme Court 
of the United States, should be respected by all good citl- 
sens, and enforced with promptness and fidelity by every 
branch of the General Government. 

Mr. Payne, of Ohio, moved the previous ques* 

tioo, and this resolution was adopted, with only 

two dissenting votes. 

THE 8BCSDEB8* CONVmiTIOX. 

The delegates who had withdrawn from the 
Convention at the Frout^treet Theater, to- 
gether with the delegations from Louisiana and 
Alabama, who were refused admission to that 
Convention, met at the Maryland Institute on 
Saturday the 28th of June. Twenty-one States 
were represented either by full or partial dele- 
gations. The States not represented at all 
were Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Maine, 
Michigan, New-Hampshire, New* Jersey, Ohio, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, and Wisconsin. 

The Hon. Caleb Cushing, of Massachusetts, 
was chosen to preside, assisted by vice-pre- 
sidents and secretaries. 

The Convention adopted a rule requiring a 
vote of two-thirds of all the delegates present 
to nominate candidates for President and Vice- 
President ; also that each delegate cast the vote 
to which he is entitled, and that each State cast 
only the number of votes to which it is entitled 
by its actual representation in the Convention. 

The delegates from South Carolina aud 
Florida accredited to the Richmond Conven- 
tion, were invited to take seats in this. 

A committee of five, of which Mr. Caleb 
Cushing was chairman, was appointed to ad- 
dress the Democracy of the Union upon the 
principles which have governed the Convention 
in making the nominations, and in vindication 
of the principles of the party. The Convention 
also decided that the next Democratic 
National Convention be held at Philadelphia. 

Mr. Avery, of N. C, chairman of Committee 
on Resolutions, reported, with the unanimous 
sanction of the Committee, the Platform re- 
ported by the majority of the Platform Com- 
mittee at Charleston, and rejected by the Con- 
vention, (see page SO) which was uuanimousiy 
adopted. 

The Convention adopted a resolution in- 
structing the National Committee not to issue 
tickets of admission to their next National Con- 
vention in any case where there is a bona fide 
contestant. 

The Convention then proceeded to ballot for 
a candidate for President ; and John C Breckin- 
ridge, of Ky., received the unanimous vote of 
the delegated present as follows : 



Vermont...... \ 

Massachosetta. 8 
New-York .... 2 



Florida. 8 

Alabama 9 

Louisiana 6 



Pennsylvania. . 4 Mississippi .... 7 



Maryland. 4^ 

Virginia 11^ 



Tennessee 9i 

Kentucky 4^ 

Minnesota..... 1 

California 4 

Oregon. 8 



Texas 4 

Arkansas 4 

North Carolina. 8^ Missouri 1 100 

Georgia 10 1 

For Vice-President Gen. Joseph Lane^ of 

Oregon, received the unanimous vote of the 

Conventiou (lOo), on the first ballot, i^d 

then, after lisieuiug to a speech from Mr. Yancy, 

I the Conveiitiuii adjourned tine die. 
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SLATKRT IN TBI COLONIES. 

Lust of gold and power was the main im- 
pulse of Spanish migration to the regions beyond 
the Atlantic. And the soft and timid Abori- 
gines of tropical America, especially of its 
islands, were first compelled to surrender what- 
ever they possessed of tbo precious metals to 
the imperious and grasping strangers; next 
forced to disclose to those strangers the sources 
whence they were most readily obtained ; and 
finally driven to toil and delve for more, wher- 
ever power and greed supposed they might 
most readily be obtained. From this point, the 
transition to general enslavement was ready and 
rapid. The gentle and indolent natives, unac- 
customed to rugged, persistent toil, and revolt- 
ing at the harsh and brutal severity of their 
Christian masters, had but one unfailing re- 
source — death. Through privation, hardship, 
exposure, fatigue and despair, they drooped and 
died, until millions were reduced to a few miser- 
able thousands within the first century of Span- 
ish rule in America. 

A humane and observant priest (Las Casas,) 
witnessing these cruelties and sufferings, was 
moved by pity to devise a plan for their termi- 
nation. He suggested and urged the policy of 
substituting for tjiese feeble and perishing 
** Indians " the haraier natives of Western Af- 
rica, whom their eternal wars and marauding 
invasions were constantly exposing to captivity 
and sale as prisoners of war, and who, as a race, 
might be said to be inured to the hardships and 
degradations of Slavery by an immemorial ex- 
perience. The suggestion was unhappily ap- 
proved, and the woes and miseries of the few 
remaining Aborigines of the islands known to 
us as ** West Indies," were inconsiderably pro- 
longed by exposing the whole continent for un- 
numbered generations to the evils and horrors 
of African Slavery. The author lived to per- 
ceive and deplore the consequences of his ex- 
pedient. 

The sanction of the Pope having been ob- 
tained for the African Slave-trade by represen- 
tations which invested it with a look of philan- 
thropy, Spanish and Portuguese mercantile 
avarice was readily enlisted in its prosecution, 
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and the whole continent, North and South of 
the tropics, became a Slave-mart before the 
close of the sixteenth century. 

Holland, a comparatively new and Protestant 
State, unable to shelter itself from the re- 
proaches of conscience and humanity behind a 
Papal bull, entered upon the new traffic more 
tardily ; but its profits soon overbore all scruples, 
and British merchants were not proof against the 
glittering evidences of their success. But the 
first slave ship that ever entered a North 
American port for the sale of its human mer- 
chandise, was a Dutch trading-vessel which 
landed twenty negro bondmen at Jamestown, 
the nucleus of Virginia, almost simultaneously 
with the binding of the Pilgrims of the May- 
flower on Plymouth Rock, December 22d, 1620. 

The Dutch slaver had chosen his market with 
sagacity. Virginia was settled by Cavaliers — 
gentlemen-adventurers aspiring to live by their 
own wits and other men's labor—with the neces- 
sary complement of followers and servitors. 
Few of her pioneers cherished any earnest liking 
for downright, persistent, muscular exertion ; 
yet some exeirtion was urgently required to clear 
away the heavy forest which all but covered the 
soil of the infant colony, and grow the tobacco 
which early became its staple export, by means 
of. which nearly everything required by its 
people but food was to be paid for in England. 
The slaves, therefore, found ready purchasers 
at satisfactory prices, and the success of the first 
venture induced others ; until not only Virginia 
but every part of British America was supplied 
with African slaves. 

This traffic, with the bondage it involved, had 
no justification in British nor in the early 
colonial laws ; but it proceeded, nevertheless, 
much as an importation of dromedaries to re- 
place with presumed economy our horses and 
oxen might now do. Georgia was the first 
among the colonies to resist and condemn it in 
her original charter under the lead of her noble 
founder-governor, General Oglethorpe; but 
the evil was too formidable and inveterate for 
local extirpation, and a few years saw it estab- 
lished, even in Georgia ; first evading or defy- 
ing, and at length molding and transforming the 

law. 
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It is very common at this day to speak of our 
revolutionary struggle as commenced and hur- 
ried forward by a union of Free and Slsive 
colonies; but such is not the fact. However 
slender and dubious its legal basis. Slavery ex- 
isted in each and all of the colonies that united 
to declare and maintain their independence. 
Slaves were proportionately more numerous in 
certain portions of the South ; but they were 
held with impunity throughout the North, ad- 
vertised like dogs or horses, and sold at auction, 
or otherwise, as chattels. Vermont, then a ter- 
ritory in dispute between New-Hampshire and 
New- York, and with very few civilized inhabi- 
tants, mainly on its Southern and Eastern bor- 
ders, is probably the only portion of the revolu- 
tionary confederation never polluted by the 
tread of a slave. 

The spirit of liberty, aroused or intensified 
by the protracted struggle of the colonists 
against usurped and abused power in the 
mother country, soon found itself engaged in 
natural antagonism against the current form of 
domestic despotism. " How shall we complain 
of arbitrary or unlimited power exerted over us, 
while we exert a still more despotic and inex- 
cusable power over a dependent and benighted 
race f * was very fairly asked. Several suits 
were brought in Massachusetts — where the fires 
of liberty burnt earliest and brightest — ^to test 
the legal right of slave-holding ; and the lead- 
ing Whigs gave their money and their legal 
services to support these actions, which were 
generally, on one ground or another, success- 
ful. Efiforts for an express law of emancipation, 
however, failed even in Massachusetts; the 
Legislature, doubtless, apprehending that such 
a measure, by alienating the slave-holders, would 
increase the number and power of the Tories ; 
but in 1777, a privateer having brought a lot of 
captured slaves into Jamaica, and advertised 
them for sale, the General Court, as the Legis- 
lative Assembly was called, interfered and had 
them set at liberty. The first Continental Con- 
gress which resolved to resist the usurpations 
and oppressions of Great Britain by force, had 
already declared that our struggle would be 
"for the rights of human nature,'' which the 
Congress of 1770, under the lead of Thomas 
Jefferson, expanded into the noble affirmation 
of the right of ^* all men to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness," contained in the immor- 
tal preamble to the Declaration of Independence. 
A like averment that ** all men are born free 
and equal," was in 1780 inserted in the Massa- 
chusetts Bill of Bights; and the Supreme 
Court of that State, in 1783, on an indictment 
of a master for assault and battery, held this 
declaration a bar to slave-holding henceforth in 
the State. 

A similar clause in the second Constitution of 
New-Hampshire was held by the courts of that 
State to secure Freedom to every child, born 
therein after its adoption. Pennsylvania^ in 
1780, passed an act prohibiting the further in- 
troduction of slaves, and securing Freedom to 
all persons born in that State thereafter. Con- 
ueciicut and Rhode-Island passed similar acts 
in 1764. Virginia, in 1778, on motion of Mr. 
Jefferrion, prohibited the further importation of 
slaves; and in 1782, removed all legal restric- 



tions on emancipation : Maryland adopted bottv 
of these in 1788. North-Carolina, in 1786, de* 
Glared the introduction of slaves into that State 
** of evil consequence, and highly impolitic,*' 
and imposed a duty of £5 per head thereon. 
New-Tork and New-Jersey followed the example 
of Virginia and Maryland, including the domes* 
tic in the same interdict with the foreign slave- 
trade. Neither of these States, however, de- 
clared a general emancipation until many years 
.thereafter, and Slavery did not wholly cease in 
New- York until about 1830, nor in New-Jersey 
till a much later date. The distinction of Free 
und Slave States, with the kindred assumption 
of a natural antagonism between the North and 
South, was utterly unknown to the men of the 
Revolution. 

Before the Declaration of Independence, but 
dnring the intense ferment which preceded it, 
and distracted public attention from everything 
else. Lord Mansfield had rendered his judgment 
from the King's Bench, which expelled Slavery 
from England, and ought to have destroyed it 
in the colonies as well. The plaintiff in this 
famous case was James Somerset, a native of 
Africa, carried to Virginia as a slave, taken 
thence by his master to England, and there in- 
cited to resist the claim of his master to his 
services, and assert his right to liberty. In the 
first recorded case, involving the legality of 
modern Slavery in England, it was held (1677) 
that negroes, *' being usually bought and sold 
among mercfiants as merchandise, and tUto 
being infidels^ there might be a property in them 
sufficient to maintain trover." But this was 
overruled by Chief Justice Holt from the King's 
Bench (1697,) ruling that ** so soon as a negro 
lands in England, he is free ;" and again, (1702) 
that '* there is no such thing as a slave by the 
law of England." This judgment proving ex- 
ceedingly troublesome to planters and mer- 
chants from slave-holding colonies visiting the 
mother country with their servants, the merchants 
concerned in the American trade, in 1729, pro- 
cured from Yorke and Talbot, the Attorney 
General and Solicitor General of the Crown, a 
written opinion that negroes, legally enslaved 
elsewhere, might be held as slaves in England, 
and that even baptism was no bar to the mas- 
ter's claim. This opinion was, in 1749, held to 
be sound law by Yorke (now Lord Hardwicke,) 
sitting as judge, on the grftund that, if the con- 
trary ruling of Lord Holt were upheld, it would 
abolish Slavery in Jamaica or Virginia as well 
as in England ; British law being paramount in 
each. Tqus the law stood until Lord Mansfield, 
in Somerset's case, reversed it with evident re- 
luctance, and after having vainly endeavored to 
bring about an accommodation between the 
parties. When delay would serve no longer, 
and a judgment must be rendered, Mansfield 
declared it in these memorable wordis : 

** W« eannol direct the law : the law most direct «a. 
.... The state of SlaTery is of each a nature that it is 
incapable of being introduced oh any reasoni, moral or 
poliucal, but only by positive law, which preeerves its 
force long after the reasons, occasion, and time itself 
whence it was created, is erased from the memory. It is 
so odious that nothing can be sufficient to support it but 
positlre law. Whatever inconveniences, therefore, may 
follow ttova, the decision, I cannot say that this case is 
allowed or approved by the law of bigland, and there- 
fore the black must be discharged.*' 
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The natural, if not necessary, effect of this 
decision on Slavery in these colonies had their 
connection with the mother country been con- 
tinued, is sufficiently obvious. 

SLAVERY UNDER THE CONrSDERATION. 

The disposition or management of unpeopled 
territories, pertaining to the thirteen recent 
colonies now confederated as independent 
States, early became a subject of solicitude 
and of bickering among those States, and in 
Congress. By the terms of their charters, 
some of the colonies had an indefinite extension 
vrestwardly, and were only limited by the power 
of the grantor. Many of these charters con- 
flicted wfth each other — the same territory 
being included within the limits of two or more 
totally distinct colonies. As the expenses of 
the Revolutionary struggle began to bear 
heavily on the resources of the States, it was 
keenly felt by some that their share in the 
advantages of the expected triumph would be 
less than that of others. Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, New- York, Virginia, North Carolina, 
and Georgia, laid claim to spacious dominions 
outside of their proper boundaries ; while New- 
Hampshire (save in Vermont), Rhode Island, 
New-Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, and South 
Carolina, possessed no such boasted resources 
to meet the war-debts constantly augmenting. 
They urged, therefore, with obvious justice, 
that these unequal advantages ought to be 
surrendered, and all the lands included within 
the territorial limits of the Union, but outside 
of the proper and natural boundaries of the 
several States, respectively, should be ceded to, 
and held by. Congress, in trust for the common 
benefit of all the States, and their proceeds em- 
ployed in satisfaction of the debts and liabilities 
of the Confederation. This reasonable requisi- 
tion was ultimately, but with some reservations, 
responded to. 

The IXth Continental Congress, under the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation, assembled at Philadel- 
phia, Nov. 3, 1783, but adjourned next day to 
Annapolis, Md. The House was soon left without 
a quorum, and so continued most of the time — 
of. course, doing no business — till the 1st of 
March, 1784, when the delegates from Virginia, 
in pursuance of instructions from the Legisla- 
ture of that State, signed the conditional deed 
of cession to the Confederation of her claims to 
territory northwest of the Ohio .River, New* 
York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts had al- 
ready made similar concessions to the Confede- 
ration of their respective claims to territory 
westward of their present limits. Congress 
hereupon appointed Messrs. Jefferson of Vir- 
ginia, Chase of Maryland, and Howell of Rhode 
Island, a Select Committee to report a Plan of 
Government for the Western Territory. This 
plan, drawn up by Thomas Jefferson, provided 
for the government of all the Western terri- 
tory, including that portion which had not yet 
been, but which, it was reasonably expected, 
would be, surrendered to the Confederation by 
the States of North Carolina and Georgia (and 
which now forms the States of Tennessee, 
Alabama and Mississippi), as well as that which 
bad already been conceded by the more 
northern States. 



The report of the committee was in the 
following words : 

THE JEFFERSONIAN ORDINANCE, 1784. 

SMol94d^ That Ihe UrriU>ry e«dsd^ or to &« e€d4d 
hy individual StaU$ to the United States, whensoever 
the same shall have been purchased of the IncUan 
Inhabitants and offered for sale by the United States, 
shall be formed into additional States, bounded in the 
following manner, as nearly as sadh cessions will admit : 
that Is to say, northwardly and southwardly by parallels 
of latitude, so that each State shall comprehend from 
south to north, two degrees of latitude, beginning to 
count fl'om the completioa of thirty-one degrees nor^ of 
the equator ; [the then southern boundary of the U. S.] 
but any territory northwardly of the forty-seventh degree 
shall make part of the State next below. And east- 
wardly and westwardly they shall be bounded, those on 
the Bf ississippi, by that river on one side, and the meri- 
dian of the lowest point of the rapids of the Ohio on the 
other: and those adjoining on the east, by the same 
meridian on their western side, and on their eastern by 
the meiidi^ of the western cape of the mouth of .the 
Qreat Kanawha. And the territory eastward of this last 
meridian, between the Ohio, Lake Erie, and Pennsyl- 
vania, shall be one State. 

That the settlers within the territory so to be pur- 
chased and oA'ered for iale shall, either on their own 
petition or on the order of Congress, receive authority 
from them, with appointments of time and place, for 
their f^ee males of full age to meet together for the pur- 
pose of establishing a temporary government, to adopt 
the constitution and laws of any one of these States, so 
that such laws nevertheless shall be subject to altera- 
tion by their ordinary Leg^lature, and to erect, subject 
to a like alteration, counties or townships for the elec- 
tion of members for their Legislature. 

That such temporary government shall only continue in 
force in any State until it shall have acquired twenty thou- 
sand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof to 
Congress, they shall receive from them authority, with 
appointments of time and place, to call a convention of 
representatives to establish a permanent constitution 
and government for themselves : Provided^ Thai both 
the temporary and permanent governments be eetab" 
liehed on these principles ae their basis : 

1. That they shall forever remain a part of the 
United States of America. 

2. That in their persons, property, and territory, 
they shall be subject to the Government of the United 
States in Congress assembled, and to the Articles of 
Confederation in all those cases in which the original 
States shall be so subject-. 

8. That they shall be subject to pay a part of the 
Federal debts, contracted or to be contracted, to be 
apportioned on them by Congress, according to the same 
common rule and measure by which apportionments 
thereof shall be made on the other States. 

4. That their respective governments shall be in 
republican forms, and shall admit no person to be a 
citizen who holds a hereditary title. 

5. Th<U afler the year 1800 of the CItristian €ra, 
there shaU oe neither slavery nor involuntary servi- 
tude in any of the said States^ otherwise than in 
punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted to have been personally guilty. 

That whenever any of the said States shall have, of 
tree inhabitants, as many as shall then be in any one of 
the least numerous of the thirteen original States, such 
State shall be admitted, by its Delegates, Into the Con- 
gress of the United States, on an equal footing with the 
said original States ; after which the assent of two-thirds 
of the United States, in Congress assembled, shall be 
requisite in all those cases wherein, by the Confederation, 
the assent of nine States is now required, provided the 
consent of nine States to such admission may be ob- 
tained according to the eleventh of the Articles of 
Confederation. Until such admission by their Delegates 
into Congress, any of the said States, after the establish- 
ment of their temporary government, shall have autho- 
rity to keep a sitting member in Congress, with a right 
of debating, but not of voting. 

That the territory northward of the forty-fifth degree, 
that is to say, of the completion of forty-five degrees 
from the equator, and extending to the Lake of the 
Woods, shall be called SylwMia ; that of the territory 
under the forty-fifth and forty-fourth degress, that which 
Ues westward of Lake Michigan, shall be called Michi- 
gania; and that which. is eastward thereof, within the 
peninsula formed by the lakes and waters of Michigan, 
Huron, St. Clair, and Erie, shall be called Chersonenus^ 
and shall include any part of the peninsula which may 
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extend above the forty-fifth degree. Of the territory 
under the forty-third and forty-second d^rees, that to 
the westward, through which the Assenisipi or Bock Hiver 
runs, shall be called Awenisipia; and that to the 
eastward, in which are the fountains of the Muskingum, 
the two Miamies of the Ohio, the Wabash, the Illinois, 
the Miami of the Lake, and the Sandusky riTers, shall be 
called Metropotamia. Of the territory which lies under 
the forty-first and fortieth degrees, the western, through 
which the river Illinois runs, shall be called IlUnoia ; 
that next adjoining to the eastward, Saratoga; and 
that between this last and Pennsylvania, and extending 
from the Ohio to Lake Erie, shall be called Washington. 
Of the territory which lies under the thirty-ninth and 
thirty-eighth degrees, to which shall be added so much 
of the point of land within the fork of the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi as lies under the thirty-seventh degree ; that to 
the westward, within and adjacent to which are the 
oonfiuences of the rivers Wabash, Shawanee, Tanisee, 
Ohio, Illinois, Mississippi, and Biissouri, shall be called 
Pol/ypotamia ; and that to the eastward, further up the 
Ohio, otherwise caUed the Pelisipi, shall be called 
PeUHpia. 

ITuU all t\6 pr^Mding artioUa thaU h6 formed 
into a charter of comptictf shall be duly executed by 
the President of the United States, in Cocf^ess assem- 
bled, under his hand and the seal of the United States, 
rfhall be promulgated, and s?uiU sto/nd as/undamental 
eonditions between the thirteen original States and 
those newly described, v/naUera^le but by the joint 
consent of the United States, in Congress assembled, 
and of the particular State within which such alteration 
is proposed to be made. 

April 19, this reported plan came up for 
consideration in Congress. Mr. Spaight of N. 
C. moved that the 6th proposition (prohibiting 
Slavery after the year 1800) be stricken out of 
the plan of ordinance, and Mr. Read of S. C. 
seconded the motion. The question was put in 
this form : ** Shall the words moved to be 
stricken out stand ?" and on this question the 
Ayes and Noes were taken, and resulted as 
follows : 

N. Hampshire Mr. Foster, ay ) ^ 

Mr. Bianuliard, ay ** 

Massachusbtts.... Mr. Gerry, ^y ) ^ ., 

Mr. Parti idge, ay f -**^- 

Bbodb Island Mr. Ellery ^V i a», 

Mr. Howell, ay f-^y* 

CosXECTicvT Mr. Sherman, ay I ^-, 

Mr. Wads worth, fky] ^' 

NBW-YoaK Mr. De Witt, ay I ,^, 

Mr. Paine, ay f ^* 

Nkw-Jbrset Mr. Dick, ay \* 

Pknnstlvamia .... Mr. MifiUn, ay | 

Mr. Montgomery, ay >Ay, 

Mr. Hand, ay ) 

BiARTLAND Mr. McUeury, no ) j^ 

Mr. Stone, no J 

VlAGUliA Mr. Jefferson, ay i 

Mr. Hardy, no ylTo. 

Mr. Mercer, no 

N. Carolina Mr. Williamson, ay tu^^^^ 

Mr. Spaight,. no f^^Hi^*®** 

8. Carolina'. Mr. Read, no l wx 

Mr. Beresford, no f '^*'- 

Here we find the votes sixteen in favor of Mr. 
Jefierson^s restriction to barely seven against it, 
and the States divided six in favor to three 
against it. But the Articles of Confederation 
(Art. IX.) required an affirmative vote of a 
majority of all the States — ^that is, a vote of 
seven States — to carr^r a proposition; so this 
clause was defeated through the absence of one 
delegate from New-Jersey, in spite of a vote of 
more than two to one in its favor. Had the 
Kew-Jersey delegation been full, it must, to a 
moral certainty, have prevailed ; had Delaware 
then been represented, it would probably have 
been carried, even without New-Jersey. Yet, 
it is this vote, so given and recorded, that Mr. 
Douglas in his ** Harper " essay claims as sus- 

* No qnomai. 



taining his views of ** non-intervention by 
Congress." 

The Ordinance, thus depleted, after undergo- 
ing some further amendments, was finally ap- 
proved April 23d — ^all the delegates, but those 
from South Carolina, voting in the affirmative. 

In 1787, the last Continental Congress, sit- 
ting in New-York simultaneously with the 
Convention at Philadelphia which framed our 
Federal Constitution, took up the subject of the 
government of the Western Territory, raising a 
Committee thereon, of which Nathan Dane, of 
Massachusetts, was Chairman. That Committee 
reported (July 11th), **An Ordinance for the 
government of the Territories of the United 
States, Northwest of the Ohio^ — the larger area 
contemplated by Mr. Je£fer8on*s bill not having 
been ceded by the Southern States claiming 
dominion over it. This bill embodied many of 
the provisions originally drafted and reported 
by Mr. Jefferson, but with some modifications, 
and concludes with six unalterable articles of 
perpetual compact, the last of them as follows : 

** There shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary 
servitude, in the said Territory, otherwise than in 
punishment of crimes, whereof the parties shall be duly 
convicted." 

To this was added, prior to its passage, the 
stipulation for the delivery of fugitives from 
labor or service, soon after embodied in the 
Federal Constitution ; and in this shape, the 
entire ordinance was adopted (July 13th) by a 
unanimous vote, Georgia and the Carolinas 
concurring. 

UNDER THE CONSTITUTION. 

The old Articles of Confederation having 
proved inadequate to the creation and main- 
tenance of a capable and efficient national or 
central authority, a Convention of Delegates 
from the several States, was legally assembled 
in Philadelphia, in 1787 — George Washington, 
President ; and the result of its labors was our 
present Federal Constitution, though some 
amendments inHinly of the nature of restrictions 
on Federal power, were proposed by the several 
State Conventions assembled to pass upon that 
Constitution, and adopted. The following are 
all the provisions of that instrument, which are 
presumed to bear upon the subject of Slavery : 

(Eh-eamble) : We, the people of the United States, in 
order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United 
States of America. 

Art. I. S 1. All legislative powers herein granted, shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, which 
shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

$2 Representatives and direct taxes shall be 

apportioned among the several States which may be 
included within this Union, according to their respective 
numbers, which shall be determined, by adding to the 
whole number of free persons, including those bound to 
servitude for a term of years, and excluding Indians not 
taxed, three-fifths of all other persons. 

$ 9. The migration or importation of such persons as 
any of the States now existing shall think proper to 
admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior to 
the year 180S ; but a tax or duty may be imposed, not 
exceeding ten dollars on each person. 

The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not 
be suspended, unless when, in cases of rebellion or 
invasion, the public safety may require it. 

No bill of attainder or €0 post facto laws shall be 
paMed. 

Art. in. % 8. Treason against the United States 
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■hall consist only in levying war against them, or In ad- 
liering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 

Art. lY. § 2. The citizens of each State shall be en- 
titled to all the privileges of citizens, in the several 
States. 

No person held to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in 
consequence of any law or regulati6n therein, be dis- 
charged from such service or labor, but shall be de- 
livered up on claim of the party to whom such service 
or labor may be due. 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or other property belonging to the United 
States : and nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to prejudice any claims of the United States, 
or of any particular State. 

§ 4. The United States shall guarantee to every 
State in this Union a republican form of governmeftt, 
and shall protect each of them against invasion ; and on 
application of the legislature, or of the executive when 
the legislature cannot be convened, against domestic 
violence. 

Art. YI. This Constitution, and the laws of the 
United States, which shall be made in pursuance thereof, 
and all the treaties made, or which shall be made, nnder 
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land ; and the Judges in every State shall be 
bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of 
any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The above are all — and perhaps more than 
all — the clauses of the Constitution, that have 
been quoted on one side or the other as bear- 
ing upon the subject of Slavery. 

It will be noted that the word ** slave " or 
" slavery " does not appear therein. Mr. Madi- 
son, who was a leadjng and observant member 
of the Convention, and who took notes of its 
daily proceedings, affirms that this silence was 
designed — the Convention -being unwilling that 
the Constitution of the United States should 
recognize property in human beings. In pas- 
sages where slaves are presumed to be contem- 
plated, they are uniformly designated as ** per- 
89ns," never as property. Contemporary his- 
tory proves that it was the belief of at least a 
large portion of the delegates that Slavery 
could not long survive the final stoppage of the 
slave-trade, which was expected to (and did) 
occur in 1808. And, were Slavery this day 
banished forever from the country, there might, 
indeed, be some superfluous stipulations in the 
Federal compact or charter ; but there are none 
which need be repealed, or essentially modi- 
fied. 

A direct provision for the restoration of 
fugitive slaves to their masters was, at least 
once, voted down by the Convention. Finally, 
the clause respecting persons ** held to service 
or labor," was proposed by Mr. Butler, of South 
Carolina, and adopted with little or no opposi- 
tion. 

The following, among the amendments to 
the Constitution, proposed by the ratifying con- 
ventions of one or more States, and adopted, 
are supposed by some to bear on the questions 
now agitated relative to Slavery : 

Art L Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exer- 
cise thereof; or abridging the Areedom of speech, or of 
the Press, or of the rights of the people peacefully to 
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress 
of grievances. 

Art. II. A well-regulated militia being necessary to 
he security of a free State, the right of the people to 
keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. 

Art. y. No persons shall be . . . . deprived of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of law ; nor 
shall private property be taken for public use without 
Just compensatioi. 



CESSIONS OF SOUTHERN TERRITORY. 

The State of Kentucky was set off from the 
State of Virginia in 1790, by mutual agree- 
ment, and admitted into the Union by act of 
Congress, passed February 4th, 1791 ; to take 
effect June 1st, 1792. It was never a territory 
of the United States, nor under Federal juris- 
diction, except as a State, and inherited 
Slavery from the " Old Dominion." 

The State of North Carolina, like several 
others, claimed, during and after the Revolu- 
tion, that her territory extended westward to 
the Mississippi. 

On the 22d of December, 1799 — one month 
after the ratification of the Federal Constitution 
— North Carolina passed an act, ceding, on cer- 
tain conditions, all her territory west of her 
present limits to the United States. Among 
the conditions exacted by her, and agreed to 
by Congress (Act approved April 2nd, 1790) is 
the following : 

Provided alwcty»^ that no regulations made, or to 
be made, by Congress shall tend to emancipate slaves. 

Were it not then conceded that Congress 
had the power to make regulations for the 
territories which would ** tend to emancipate 
slaves," this proviso would" be utterly meaning- 
less. 

Georgia, in like manner, ceded (April 2nd, 
1802) the territories lying west of her present 
limits, now forming the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi. Among the conditions exacted by 
her, and accepted by the United States, is the 
following : 

Fifthly. That the territory thus ceded shall become 
a State, and be admitted into the Union as soon as it 
shall contain sixty thousand free inhabitants, or, at an 
earlier period, if Congress shall think it expedient, on 
the same conditions and restrictions, with the same 
privileges, and in the same manner, as is provided in the 
ordinance of Congress of the Idth day of July, 1787, for 
the government of the Western territory of the Tilted 
States ; which ordinance shall, in all its. parts, extend to 
the territory contained in the present act of cession, the 
article only excepted which forbids slavery. 

EARLY ATTEMPTS TO OVERRIDE THE ORDINANCE. 

When Ohio (1802-3) was made a State, the 
residue of the vast regions originally conveyed 
by the ordinance of '87 was continued under 
Federal pupilage, by the name of "Indiana 
Territory," whereof Wm. Henry Harrison (since 
l^resident) was appointed Governor. It was 
quite commonly argued that, though Slavery 
was injurious in the long run, yet, as an expe- 
dient while clearing away the heavy forests, 
opening settlements in the wilderness, and sur- 
mounting the inevitable hardships and priva- 
tions of border life, it might be tolerated, and 
even regarded with favor. Accordingly, the 
new Territory of Indiana made repeated efforts 
to procure a relaxation in her favor of the re- 
strictive clause of the Ordinance of '87, one of 
them through the instrumentality of a Conven- 
tion assembled in 1802-3, and presided over by 
the Territorial Governor ; so he, with the great 
body of his fellow-delegates, memorialized Con- 
gress, among other things, to suspend tempor- 
arily the operation of the sixth article of the 
Ordinance aforesaid. This memorial was re- 
ferred in the House to a select committee of 
three, two of them from Sli^e States, with the 
since celebrated John Kandolph as chairman. 
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On the 2nd of March, 1803, Mr. Bandolph made 
what appears to have been a unanimoos report 
from this Committee, of which we give so much 
as relates to Slavery — as follows : 

The rapid popolfttlon of the State of Ohio sufficiently 
evinces, in the opinion of your Committee, that the labor 
of slaves is not necessary to promote the growth and 
settlement of colonies in that region ; that this labor — 
demonstrably the dearest of any— can only be employed 
in the cultivation of products more valuable than any 
known to that quarter of the United States ; that the 
Committee deem it highly dangerous and inexpedient to 
impidr a provision wisely calculated to promote the hap- 
piness and prosperit of the northwestern country, and 
to ^ve strength and security to that extensive frontier. 
In the salutary operation of this sagacious and benevo- 
lent restraint, it is believed that the inhabitants of Indi- 
ana will, at no very distant day, find ami^e remunera- 
tion for a temporary privation of labor, and of emigra- 
tion. 

The Committee proceed to discuss other sub- 
jects set forth in the prayer of the memorial, 
and conclude with eight resolves, whereof the 
only one relating to Slavery is as follows : 

Jiesolved^ That it is inexpedient to suspend, for a 
limited time, the operation of the sixth article of the 
compact between the original States and the people and 
States west of the river Ohio. 

This Beport having been made at the close 
of the Session, was referred at the next to a 
new Committee, whereof Cesar Bodney, a new 
Bepresentative from Delaware, was Chairman. 
Mr. Bodney, from this Committee, repotted 
(February 17 th, 1804), 

That, taking into their consideration the fiicts 
stated in the sidd memorial and petition, they are in- 
duced to believe that a qualified suspension, for a limit- 
ed time, of the sixth ailicle of compact between the 
original States and the people and States west of the 
river Ohio, might be productive of benefit and advan- 
tage to said Territory. 

The Report goes on to discuss the other 
topics embraced in the Indiana memorial, and 
concludes with eight resolves, of which the first 
(and only one relative to Slavery) is as follows: 

R^.9dloed^ That the sixth article of the Ordinance of 
1787, which prohibited Slavery within the said Territory, 
be suspended in a' qualified manner, for ten years, so as 
to permit the introduotion of slaves, born within the 
United States, from any of the individual States ; pro- 
vided^ that such individual State does not permit the 
Importation of slaves from foreign countries : and pr<h 
f)iaed, fu^riher, that the descendants of all such slaves 
shall, if males, be free at the age of twenty-five years, 
and, if females, at tlie age of twenty-one years. 

The House took no action on this Report. 

The original memorial from Indiana, with 
several additional memorials of like purport, 
was again, in 1806-6, referred by the House to 
a select committee, whereof Mr. Garuett of Vir* 
ginia was chairman, who, on the 14 th of Febru- 
ary, 1806, made a report in favor of the prayer 
of the petitioners — as follows : 

That, having attentively considered the facts stated 
in the said petitions and memorials, they are of opinion 
that a qualified suspension, for a limited time, of the 
sixth article of the compact between the original States, 
and the people and States west of the river Ohio, would 
be beneficial to the people of the Indiana Territory. 
The suspension of this article Is an object almost univer- 
sally deshred in that Territory. 

After discussing other subjects embodied in 
the Indiana memorial, the Committee close with 
a series of Resolves, which they commend to 
the adoption of the House. The first and only 
one germane to our subject is as follows : 

Resolv^d^ That the sixth article of the Ordinance of 
17S7,n liicli prohibits Slavery within the Indiana Territory, 
be Buspeuded for ten years, su as to permit the introduc- 



tion of slaves, bom within the United States, f^om any ot 
the individual States. 

This report and resolve were committed and 
made a special order on the Monday following^ 
but were never taken into consideration. 

At the hext session, a fresh letter from Gov. 
William Henry Harrison, inclosing resolves of 
the Legislative Council and House of Bepresen* 
tatives in favor of suspending, for a limited pe« 
riod, the sixth article of compact aforesaid, was 
received (Jan. 2l8t, 1807) and referred to a Se- 
lect Committee, whereof Mr. B. Parke, delegate 
from said Territory, was made Chairman. The 
entire Committee (Mr. Nathaniel Macon, of K. 

C, being now Speaker,) consisted of 
Mbssbb. Alston, of N. O. Bhba, of Tenn. 

Mastsbs, of N. T. 8A.irDroaD, of Ky, 

MoBBOW, of Ohio. TaiQO, of Va. 

PjLBSB, of Ind. 

Mr. Parke, from this Committee, made (Feb. 
12th,) a third Beport to the House in faror of 
granting the prayer of the memorialists. 

This report, with its predecessors, was com- 
mitted, and made a special order, but never 
taken into consideration. 

The same letter of Qen. Harrison, and resolves 
of the Indiana Legislature, were submitted to 
the Senate, Jan. 21st, 1807. They were laid on 
the table ** for consideration,'* and do not ap- 
pear to have even been referred at that session ; 
but at the next, or first session of the fourth 
Congress, which convened Oct. 26th, 1807, the 
President (Nov. 7 th) submitted a letter from 
Gen. Harrison and his liCgislature — whether a 
new or old one does not appear— -and it was now 
referred to a Select Committee, consisting of 
Messrs. J. Franklin, of N. C, Kitchel, of N. J.| 
and Tiffin, of Ohio. 

Nov. 13th, Mr. Franklin, from said committee, 
reported as follows : 

The Legislative Gouncil and House of Representa- 
tives, in their resolutions, express their sense of the.pro» 
priety of introducing Slavery into their Territory^ and 
solicit the Congress of the United States to suspend, for 
a given number of years, the sixth article of com]M«ky 
in the ordinance fur the government of the Territory 
northwest of the Ohio, passed on the 13ch day of July^ 
1787. That article declares : ** There shall be neither 
Slavery nor involuntary servitude within the said Ter- 
ritory," 

The citizens of Clark County, in their remonstrance* 
express tlieir sense of the impropriety of the measure* 
and solicit the Congress of the United States not to aet 
on the sutjject, so as to permit the introduction of slaves 
into the Territory ; ai least, until their population shall 
entitle them to form a Constitution and Stato Govern- 
ment. 

Your Committee, after duly considering the matter, r^ 
spectfttlly suhmii the following resolution : 

BMolotdy That it is not expedient at this time to sus- 
pend the sixth article of compact for the government of 
the Territory of the United States northwest of the river 
Ohio. 

And here ended, so far as we have been able 
to discover, the effort, so long and • earnestlj 
persisted in, to procure a suspension of tho r»» 
striction in the Ordinance of 1787, so as to 
admit Slavery, for a limited term, into the Ter- 
ritory lying between the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, now forming the States of Ohio, Indiaaa^ 
lUinms, Michigan, and Wisconsin* 

THB TIRST MISSOURI STRUOOLK. 

The vast and indefinite Territory known as 
Louisiana, was ceded by France to the United 
States in the year 1803, for the sum of $15,000,- 
000, of which $8,760,000 was devoted to the 
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payment of American claims on France. This 
territory had just before been ceded by Spain to 
France without pecuniary consideration. Slave- 
holding had long been allowed therein, alike 
upder Spanish and French rule, and the Treaty 
of .Cession contained the following stipulation : 

Art. III. The inhabitants of the ceded Territory 
shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States, 
and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of 
all the rights, advantages and immunities of citisens of 
the United States ; and in the meantime they shall be 
maintained and protected in the flree enjoyment of 
their liberty, property, and the religion which they 
profess. 

The State of Louisiana, embodying the south- 
ern portion of this' acquired territory, was re- 
cognized by Congress in 1811, and fiUly admit' 
ted in 1812, with a State Constitution. Those 
who chose to dwell among the inhabitants of 
the residue of the Louisiana purchase, hence- 
forth called Missouri Territory, continued to 
bold slaves in its sparse and small but increas- 
ing settlements, mainly in its southeastern quar- 
ter, and a p;ro-SIavery Court — perhaps any Court 
— would undoubtedly have pronounced Slavery 
legal anywhere on its vast expanse, from the 
Mississippi to the crests of the Rocky Mountains, 
if not beyond them, and from the Red^iverof 
Louisiana to the Lake of the Woods, i 

The XVth Congress assembled at Wasl^ington, 
on Monday, Dec. Ist, 1817. Henry Clay was 
chosen Speaker of the House. Mr. John Scott 
appeared on the 8th, as delegate from Missouri 
Territory, and was admitted to a seat as such. 
On the 16th of March following, he presented 
petitions of sundry inhabitants of Missouri, in 
addition to similar petitions already presented 
by him, praying for the admission of Missouri 
into the Union as a State, which were, on mo- 
tion, referred to a Select Committee, consbt- 
ing of 

Messrs. Scott, of Mo.. ; Poindexter, of Miss. ; Robert- 
son, of Ky. ; UendriclES, of Ind. ; Livermore, of N. U. ; 
Mills, of Mass. ; Baldwin, of Pa. 

April 8d, Mr. Scott, from this Committee, re- 
ported a bill to authorize the people of Missouri 
Territory to form a Coustitutioi; and State 
Government, and for the admission of such 
State into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States ; which bill was read the first 
and second time, and sent to the Committee of 
the Whole, where it slept for the remainder of 
the session. 

That Congress convened at Washington for its 

second session, on the 16th of November, 1818. 

Feb. 13th, the House went into Committee of 

the Whole— ^en. Smith, of Md., in the Chair — 

and took up the Missouri bill aforesaid, which 

was considered through that sitting, as also that 

of the Ifith, when seyeral amendments were 

adopted, the most important of whieh was the 

following, moved in Committee by Gen. James 

Tallniadge, of Duchess county* New- York, 

(lately deceased) : 

And pr(wt<l6d also^ That the ftirther introduction of 
Slavery or involuntary servitude h% prohibited, except 
for the punisiiment of crimes, whereof the party shall be 
duly convicted : and that all children of slaves, born 
within the said State, after the admission thereof into the 
Union, shall be free, but may be held to service until the 
age of twenty*flve years. 

On coming out of Committee, the Yeaa and 
Nays were called on the question of agreeing 



to this amendment, which was sustained by the 

following vote : [taken first on agreeing to so 

much of it as precedes and includes the word 

" convicted."] 

Teas— Far th€ XtHrietion : 

New-York.... 2^ 

New-Jersey 5 

Pennsylvania 20 

Ohio 6 

Indiana. 1 



New-Hampshire 4 

Massachusetts 15 

Rhode Island 1 

Connecticut 7 

Vermont 5 

Delaware 1 



Total Yeas 87 — only one (Delaware) from a 
Slave State. 

2fay*—Affa4i%9t the SsttHeHon : 



Massachusetts 8 

New- York 8 

New-Jersey 1 

New-Hampshire 1 

Ohio 1 

IlUnois 1 

Delaware 1 

Maryland ; 9 



Vb-glnia 18 

North CaroUna 18 

South Carolina 6 

Georgia 4 

Kentucky 9 

Tennessee '. . 4 

ftpBsissippi, 1 

liouiaiana 1 



Total Nays, 76—10 from Free States, 66 from 
Slave States. 

The House now proceeded to vote on the 
residue of the reported amendment (from the 
word " convicted above), which was likewise 
sustained. — Yeas, 82 ; Nays, 78. 

So the whole amendment — as moved by Gen. 
Tallmadge in Committee of the Whole, and 
there carried — was sustained when reported to 
the House. 

Mr. Storrs, of Kew York (opposed to the Re- 
striction), now moved the striking out of so 
much of the bill as provides that the new State 
shall be admitted into the Union " on an equal 
footing with the original States" — which, he 
contended, was nullified by the votes just taken. 
The House negatived the motion. 

Mesors. Desha, of Ky., Cobb, of 6a., and 
Rhea, of Tenn., declared against the bill as 
amended. 

Messrs. Scott, of Mo., and Anderson, of Ky., 
preferred the bill as amended, to none. 

The House ordered the bill, as amended, to 
a third reading ; Yeas, 98 ; Nays, 66. The bill 
thus passed the House next day, and was sent 
to the Senate. 

The following sketch of the debate ^n this 
question (Feb. 15th) is condensed from that 
in the Appendix to Nileih Register^ vol. xvi. 

BOnSE OF RKPRKSENTATIVKS, FEB. 16, 1819. 

Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, having moved 
the following amendment on the Saturday pre- 
ceding—- 

*• And provided that the introdttcUon of Slavery, or 
involuntary servitude^ be prohibited, eooeept Jbr the 
pwiiehmento/erimes. v^reo/iheparty hae been duly 
ooiwi'yted ; and that all children bom wWiin the said 
State^ after the admission thereof into the Vnion^ ehaU 
be declared free at the ag* o/t6 yeoArs^^ 

Mr. Fuller, of Massachusetts, argued that, to effect a con- 
cert of interests, it was proper to make concessions. The 
States where Slavery exited not only claimed the right to 
continue it, but it was manifest that a general emancipa- 
tion of slaves could not be asked of them. Their political 
existence would have been hi jeopardy ; both masters and 
•laves must have been involved in the most fatal conse- 
quences. 

To guard against such Intolerable evils, it is provided in 
the Constitution, " that the migration or hnportation <rf 
such persons, as any of the eaeieting States think proper 
to admit, shall not be prohibited till 1808. — Art. 1, sec. 9. 
And it is provided elsewhere, that persons held to service 
by the laws of any Btate^ shall be given up by other 
States, to which they may have escaped, etc.— Art. 4, sec. 8. 

/(liege provlsionB effectually recojmlzed the right in iho 
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States, which, at the time of framing the Constitutior^ held 
the blacks in Slavery, to eonUnus so to hold them until 
they should think proper to meliorate their condition. 
The OonstitaUon ia a compact among all the States then 
existing, by which certain principles of govemment are 
established for the whole, and for each individual State. 
The predominant principle in both respects is, that 
ALL MEM ABK FRKE, and have an bqcal right to libbrtt, 
and all other privileges ; or, in other words, the pre- 
dominant principle is bbpdbuoakism, in its largest sense. 
But, then, the same compact contains certain excep- 
tions. The States then holding slaves are permitted^ 
from the necessity of the case, and for the sake of union, 
to exclude the republican principle so far, and only 
BO far, as to retain thdr slaves in servitude, and idso their 
progeny, as had been the usage, until they should think it 
proper or safe to conform to the pure principle, by abolish- 
ing Slavery. The compact contahia on its face the 
general principle and the etaoeptiene. But the attempt 
to extend Slavery to the new SUUee^ is in direct violation 
of the clause which guarantees a republican form of gov- 
ernment to all the States. This clause, indeed, must be 
construed in connection with the exceptions before men- 
tioned ; but it cannot, without violence, be applied to any 
other States than those in which Slavery was allowed at 
the formation of the Constitution. 

The SpeiUcer (Clay) cites the first clause in the 2d 
• section of the 4th article — ** T^e citizens of each State 
shall be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of 
citizens of the severtU States," which he thinks would be 
violated by the condition proposed in the Constitution of 
Missouri. To keep slaves — ^to make one portion of the 
population the property of another— hardly deserves to be 
called a prvoilege^ sinee what is gained by the masters 
must be lost by the slaves. But, independently of this 
consideration, I think the observations already offered to 
the committee, showing that holding the black population 
in servitude is an exception to the general principles of 
the Constitution, and cannot b|^ allowed to extend beyond 
the fair import of the terms by which that exception is 
provided, are a sufficient answer to the objection. The 
gentleman proceeds in the same train of reasoning, and 
asks, if Congress can require one condition, how many 
more can be required, and where these conditions will 
fend ? With regard to a republican constitution. Congress 
are obliged to require that condition, and that is enough 
for the present question; but I contend, further, that 
Congress has a right, at their discretion, to require any 
other reasonable condition. Several others were required 
of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and MississippL The State of 
Louisiana, which was a part of the territory ceded to us at 
the same time with Missouri, was required to provide in 
her Constitution for trials by jury, the writ of habeas cor- 
pus, the principles of civU and religious liberty, with 
several others, peculiar to that State. These, certainly, 
are none of them more indispensable ingredients in a re- 
publican form of government than the equality of privi- 
leges of all the population ; yet these have not been denied 
to be reasonable, and warranted by the National Consti- 
tution in the admission of new States 

One gdhtleman, however, has contended against the 
amendment, because it abndges the rights of the slave- 
holding States to transport their sUves to the new States, 
for sale or -otherwise. This argument is attempted to be 
enforced in various ways, and particularly by the clause 
in the Constitution last cited. It admits, however, 
of a very clear answer, by recurring to the 9th sec- 
tion of article 1st, which provides that ** the nUgralion or 
importation of such persons as any of the States then ex- 
isting shall admit, shall not be prohibited by Congress till 
1808." This clear^ implies that the migration and hn- 
portation may be prohibited a/{«r that year. The impor- 
tation has been prohibited, but the migration has not 
hitherto been restrained ; Coi^ess, however, may restrain 
it, when it may be judged expedient. 

The expediency of this measure is very apparent. The 
opening of an extensive slave market wiU tempt the 
cupidity of those who, otherwise, perhaps, might gradu- 
ally emancipate their slaves. We have heard much, 
Mr. Chairman, of the Colonization Society ; an institu- 
tion which is the favorite of the humane gentlemen in 
the slave-holding States. They have long been lament- 
ing the miseries of Slavery, and earnestly seeking for a 
remedy compatible with their own safety, and the happi- 
ness of their slaves. At last, the great desideratum is 
found — a colony in Africa for the emancipated blacks. 
How will the generous intentions of these humane per- 
sons be frustrated, if the price of slaves Is to be doubled 
by a new and boundless market ! Instead of emandpa- 
tion of the slaves, it is much to be feared that unprinci- 
pled wretches will be found kidnapping those who are 
already free, and transporting and selling the hapless I 
victims into hopeless bondage. Bir. ' *'eally hope that I 



Congress will not contribute to discountenance and ren* 
der abortive the generous and philanthropic views of 
this most'worthy and laudable society. 

Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, followed— 

Sir, said he, it has been my desire and my intention to 
avoid any debate on the present painful and unpleasant 
subject. When I had the honor to submit to this House 
the amendment now under consideration, I accompanied 
it with a declaration that it was intended to confine its 
operation to the newly acquired Territory across the 
Mississippi ; and I then expressly declared that I would 
in no manner intermeddle with the slave-holdiqg States, 
nor attempt manumission in any one of the ori^nal States 
in the Union. Sir, I even went further, and stated that 
I was aware of the delicacy of the subject — and, that I 
had learned firom Southern gentlemen the difficulties 
and the dangers of having free blacks intermingling 
with slaves; and, on that account, and with a view to 
the safety of the wlUte population of the adjoining 
States, I would not even advocate the prohibition of 
Slavery in the Alabama Territory ; because, surrounded 
as it was by slave-holding States, and with only imaginary 
lines of division, the intercourse between slaves and 
free blacks could not be prevented, and a servile war 
might be the result. While we deprecate and mourn 
over the evil of Slavery, humanity and good morals re- 
quire us to wish its abolition, under circumstances con- 
sistent with the safety of the white population. Wil- 
lingly, therefore, will I submit to an evil which we can- 
not safely remedy. I admitted all that had been said of 
the danger of having free blacks visible to slaves, and, 
therefoEe, did not hesitate to pledge myself that I would 
neither advise nor attempt coercive manumission. But, 
sir, all these reasons cease when we cross the banks of 
the Mississippi, into a Territory separated by a natural 
boundary — a newly acquired Territory, never contem- 
plated in the formation of our government, not included 
within the Compromise or mutual pledge in the adoption 
of our Constitution — a new Territory acquired by our 
common fund, and which ought justly to be subject to 
our common legislation. 

Sir, when I submitted the amendment now under con- 
sideration, accompanied with these explanations, and 
with these avowals of my intentions and of my motives 
I did expect that gentlemen who might differ from 
me in opinion would appreciate the liberality of my 
views, and would meet me with moderation, as upon a 
fair subject for general legislation. I did expect, at 
least, that the frank declaration of my views would pro- 
tect me from harsh expressions, and from the unfriendly 
imputations which have been cast out on this occasion. 
But, sir, such has been the character and the violence of 
this debate, and expressions of so much Intemperance, 
and of an aspect so threatening have been used, that 
continued silence on my part would ill become me, who 
had submitted to this House the original proposition. 

Sir, has it already come to this: that in the Congress of 
the United States — that, in the Legislative councils of 
Republican America, the subject of Slavery has become 
a subject of so much feeling — of such delicacy— of such 
danger, ihaX It cannot safely be discussed ? Are mem- 
bers who venture to express their sentiments on this 
subject, to be accused of talking to the galleries, with 
intention to excite a servile war; and of meriting the 
fate of Arbuthnot and Ambrister ? Are we to be told of 
the dissolution of the Union, of civil war and of seas of 
blood ? And yet, with such awful threatenings before us, 
do gentlemen, in the same breath, insist upon the encour- 
agement of this evil ; upon the extension of this monstrous 
scourge of the human race? An evil so fraught with 
such dire calamities to us as individuals, and to our 
nation, and threatening. In its progress, to overwhelm the 
civil and religious institutions of the country, with the 
liberties of the nation, ought at once to be met, and to be 
controlled. If its power, its influence, and its impending 
dangers, have already arrived at such a point, that it is 
not safe to discuss it on this floor, and it cannot now 
pass under consideration as a proper sutiiect for general 
legislation, what will be the result when it is spread 
through your widely-extended domain? Its present 
threatening aspect, and the violence of its supporters, so 
far from inducing me to yield to its progress, prompt me 
to resist its march. Now is the time. It must now be 
met, and the extension of the evil must now be prevented, 
or the occasion is irrecoverably lost, and the evil can 
never be controlled. 

Sir, extend your view across the Mississippi, over your 
newly-acquired Territory — a Territory so far surpassing, 
in extent, the limits of your present countiy, that 
country which gave birth to your nation— which achieved 
your Revolution— consolidated your Union— formed your 
Constitution, and has subsequently acquired so much 



THE STRUGGLE FOR SLAVERY RESTRICTION. 



61 



gjlory, hangs but as an appendage to the extended empire 
crer which your Republican Oov^rnraent Is now called to 
bear sway. Look down the long vista of futurity ; see 
jour empire, in extent unequaled, in advantageous 
tituation without a parallel, and occupying all the valua- 
ble part of one continent. Behold this extended empire, 
inhabited by the hardy sons of American freemen, 
Inowing their rights, and inheriting the will to protect 
ttiem— owners of tlie soil on which they live, and iiiter- 
eted in the institutions which they labor to defend ; wiiti 
Hvo oceans laving your shores, and tributary to your 
purposes, bearing on their bosoms the conimei ce of our 
people ; compared to yours, the governments of Europe 
dwindle into insignificance, and the whole world is with- 
out a parallel. But, sir, reverse this scene ; people this 
f&ir domain with the slaves of your planters; extend 
S,a/otry^ this bane of man, this abomiuaiion of heaven, 
oter your extended empire, and you prepare its dissolu- 
tioi ; you turn its accumulated strength into positive 
weakness; you cherish a canker in your breast; you 
pu; poison in your bosom ; you place a vulture preying 
on your heart—nay, you whet the dagger and place it in 
the hands of a portion of your population, stimulated to 
use it, by every tie, human and divine. The envious con- 
trast between your happiness and their misery, between 
your liberty and their slavery, must constantly prompt 
theiA to accomplish your destruction. Your enemies will 
leart the source and the cause of your weakness. As 
often as external dangers shall threaten, or internal com- 
motions await you, you will then realise that, by your 
own procurement, you have placed amidst your families, 
and in the bosom of your country, a population produc- 
ing at once the greatest cause of individual danger, and 
of national weakness. With tiiis defect, your govern- 
ment must crumble to pieces, and your people become the 
scoff of the world. 

Sir, we have been told, with apparent confidence, tiiat 
we hav6 no right to annex conditions to a State, on its ad- 
mission into the Union ; and it has been urged that the 
proposed amendment, prohibiting the further introduction 
of Slavery, is unconstitutionaL This position, asserted 
with so much confidence, remains unsupported by any 
argument, or by any authority derived from the Constitu- 
tion itself. The Constitution strongly indicates an opposite 
conclusion, and seems to contemplate a difference be- 
tween the old and the new States. The practice of the 
government, has sanctioned this difference in many re- 
spects. 

Sir, we have been told that this is a new principle for 
which we contend, never before adopted, or thought of. 
So far from this being correct, it is due to tiie memory of 
our ancestors to say, it is an old principle, adopted by 
them, as the policy of our country. Whenever the United 
States have had the right and the power, they have here- 
tofore prevented the extension of Slavery. The States 
of Kentucky and Tennessee were taken off from other 
States, and were admitted into the Union without condi- 
tion, because their lands were never owned by the United 
States. The Territory northwest of the Ohio is all the land 
which ever belonged to them, ^ortiy after the cession of 
those lands to the Union, Congress passed, in 1787, a com- 
pact, which was declared to be unalterable, the sixth artir 
cle of which provides that, "/Aertf %haU be neither 
Slavery nor in/volurUary servitude in the said T^rri- 
torpy oth6t;toi8e iha/n in the punishment for crimes., 
whereof the parties shaU haf>e been duly convicted," 
In pursuance of this compact^ all the States formed from 
that Territory have been admitted into the Union upon 
various conditions, and, amongst which, the sixth article of 
this compact is included as one. 

Let gentlemen also advert to the law for the admission 
of the State of Louisiana into the Union ; they will find it 
filled with conditions. It was required not only to form a 
Constitution upon the principles of a republican govern- 
ment^ but it was required to contfdn the " fundamental 
principles of civil and religious liberty." It was even re- 
quired, as a condition of its admission, to keep its records, 
and its judicial and its legislative proceedings, in the Eng- 
lish language ; and also to secure the trial by jury, and to 
surrender all claun to unappropriated lands in the Terri- 
tory, with the prohibition to tax any of the United States* 
lands. 

After this long practice and constant usage to annex 
conditions to the admission of a State into the Union, will 
genUemen yet tell us it is unconstitutional, and talk of our 
principles being novel and extraordinary ? 

Mr. Scott, of Missouri, said : 

He trusted that his conduct, during the whole of the 
time in which he had had the honor of a seat in the House, 
had convinced gentlemen of his disposition not to obtrude 
Ms sentiments on any other subjects than those on whieli 
the interest of his constituents, and of the Territory he re- 



presented, were bnmediately concerned. But when a 
question such as the amendments proposed by the gentle- 
men from New York (Messrs. Tallmadge and Taylor), was 
presented for consideration, involving constitutional prin- 
ciples to a vast amount, pregnant with the future fate of 
the Territory, portending destruction to the liberties of 
that people, (Urectly bearing on their rights of property, 
their state rights, their all, he should consider it as a dere- 
liction of his duty, as retreating ft-om his post, nay, double 
criminality, did he not raise liis voice agamst their adop- 
tion. 

Mr. Scott entertained the opinion, that, under the Con- 
stitution, Congress had not the power to impose this, or 
any other restriction, or to require of the people of Mis- 
souri their assent to this condition, as a pre-requisite to 
their admission into the Union. He contended this- Arom 
the language of the Constitution itself, from the practice 
in the admussion of new States under that instrument, and 
from the express terms of the treaty of cession. The 
short view he intended to take of those poin^ would, he 
trusted, be satisfactory to all those who were not so 
anxious to usurp power as to sacrifice to its attainment 
the principles of our government, or who were not desir- 
ous of prostrating the rights and independence of a State 
to chimerical views of policy or expediency. The authority 
to admit new States into the Union was granted in the 
third section of the fourth article of the Constitution, which 
declared that " new States may be admitted by the Con- 
gress Into the Union." The only power given to the Con- 
gress by this section appeared to him to be, that of pass- 
hig a law for the admission of the new State, leaving it in 
possession of all the rights, privileges, and immunities, en- 
joyed by the other States ; the most valuable and promi- 
nent of which was that of forming and modifying their 
own State Constitution, and over which Congress had no 
superintending control, other than that expressly given in 
the fourth section of tne same article, which read, " The 
United States shall guarantee to every State In this Union 
a republican form of government." This end accomplished, 
the guardianship of the United States over the Ck>nstitu- 
tions of the several States was ftilfilled ^ and all restrictions, 
limitations and conditions beyond nils, was so much power 
unwarrantably, assumed. In illustrs^on of this position, 
he would read an extract from onSrtt the essays written 
by the late President Madison, contemporaneously with 
the Constitution of the United States, and from a very 
celebrated work : " In a confederacy founded on republi- 
can principles, and composed of republican members, the 
superintencUng government ought clearly to possess au- 
thority to defend the system against aristocratic or 
monarchical innovations. The more intimate the nature 
of such an union may be, the greater interest have tiiu 
members in the political institutions of each other, and 
the greater right to insist that the forms of government 
under which the compact was entered into, should be sub- 
stantially maintained. But thte authority extends no ftir- 
ther than to a guarantee of a republican form of gov- 
ernment, which supposes a preexisting government of the 
form which is to be guaranteed. As long, therefore, as the 
existing republican forms are continued by the States, they 
are guaranteed by the Federal Constitntion. Whenever 
the States may choose to substitute other republican 
forms, they have a right to do so, and to claim the Federal 
guarantee for the latter. The on^ r^Ariction imposed 
on them is, that they shall not exchange republican for 
anti-republican Constitutions ; a restriction which, it is 
presumed, will hardly be considered as a grievance." 

Mr. Scott believed it to be a just rule of interpretation, 
that the enumeration of powers delegated to Congress 
weakened thefar authority in all cases not enumerated ; 
and that beyond those powers enumerated they had none, 
except they were essentially necessary to carry Into effect 
those that were given. The second section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution, which declared that "■ the citi- 
sens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges 
and immunities of citisens in the several States," was 
satisfactory, to his judgment, that it was intended the citif 
sens of each State, forming a part of one harmonious 
whole, should have, in all thhigs, equal privUeges; the 
necessary consequence of which was. that every man, in 
his own State, should have the same rights, privileges, and 
powers, that any other cltlsen of the United States had in 
his own State; otherwise, discontent and murmurings 
would prevail against the general government who had 
deprived him of this equality. 

For example, if the citisens of Pennsylvania, or Vir- 
ginia, enjoyed the right, in their own State, to decide the 
question wliether tiiey would have Slavery or not, the 
citisens of Missouri, to give them the same privileges, 
must have the same right to decide whether they would or 
would not tolerate Slavery in their State; if it were 
otherwise, then the citisens of Pennsylvania and Virginia 
would have more rights, privileges and powers in their 
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raspeetive States, than the citlaens of MIsaeari woald 
have in theirs. Mr. 8. said he would make another quo- 
tation from the same work he had before been indebted 
to, which he believed had considerable bearing on this 
sufeiject. ** The powers delegated by the proposed Consti- 
tution, to the Federal Government, are few and defined. ; 
those which are to remain in the State Governments, are 
nnmerous and indefinite; the former will be exercised 
principally on external ofajeccs, as war, peace, negoUa- 
tion, and foreign commerce, with which la&t the poifers 
of taxation will, for the most part, be connected. The 
powers reserved to the several States will extend to all 
the ohjects, which in the ordinary course of affairs con- 
cern the Uvea, liberties, and properties of the people, and 
the internal order, improvement, and prosperity of the 
State.** The applicability of this doctrine to the question 
under consideration was so obvious, that he would not 
detain the House to give examples, bnt leave it for gentle* 

men to make the application 

Mr. Scott believed, that the practice under the Consti- 
ttttion had been different from tiiat now contended for 
by gentlemen ; he was unapprised of any similar provi- 
sion having ever been made, or attempted to be made, in 
ralatioa to any other new State heretofore admitted. The 
argvunent drawn from the States formed out of the Terri- 
tory northwest of the river Ohio, h« did not consider aa 
analogous ; that restriction, if any, was imposed in pur- 
suance of a compact, and only, so far as Congress could 
do, carried into effect the disposition of Virginia in refe- 
rence to a part of her own originai Territory, and was, 
in every respect, more just, because that provision was 
made and published to the world at a time when but few, 
If any, settleraienta were formed within that tract of coiin- 
try ; and the children of those people of color bvlongiog 
to the inhabitants then there, have been, and still were, 
held in bondage, and were not free at a given age, as was 
contemplated by the amendment under consideration ; nor 
did he doubt but that it was competent for any of those 
Statei admitted in pursut^nce of the Ordinance of '87, to 
call a Convention, and so to alter their Constitution as 
to allow the introduction of slaves, if they thougiit pro- 
per to do so. To those gentlemen who had in thuir argu- 
ment, in aapport of the ameiidine.nta, adverted to the in* 
atauce wliere Congress- had, by the law authorising tiie 
people of Louisiana to form a Ounatitution and iState 
Government, exercised the power of imposing the U^rms 
and conditions on which they should be permitted to do 
so, he would recommend a careful examination and com- 

E arisen of those terms with the Constitution of the 
United States, when, he doubted not, they would be con- 
vinced that these restrictions were only such as w«re in 
expXBsa and positive language defined in the i-ifcter inatruo' 
Btrument, and would have been equally binding oa the 
people of Louisiana had they not been enumerated in the 
law giving them authority to form a Constitution for 
themselves. 

Mr. S. said, he considered the contemplated oonditiona 
and rastrictions, contained in the prop<ised amendments, 
to be unoonstituiiontd and unwarrantable, from the pro- 
Tisiona of the Treaty, of Cession, by the tlilrd article of 
which it was stipulated, that *^ ttie inhabitants of the 
eeded TeFCitory sliali be incorporated in the Union of Ute 
United- States, and. admitt«d, as soon as possible, accord* 
ing to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the 
eujoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities 
of citiiens of the United Skates, and, in the mean time, 
t^ey shall be maintained and protacted in tiie free eigoj^ 
meat of tiieir liberty, pcoperty, and the religion which 
they profess." 

The pieopie were not left to the wajwar4 discretion of 
this ojr any other government, by saying that they fiwy 
(# i»oorporaUd in t^e Union^ The language was differ- 
ent and imperative ; ** th^ shall b4 inoorporaUd." 
Mr. Scott uuderatiood by the %!in» inoarporaied^ that 
they were to fofm a conatituent part of this republic ; 
that they were to become Joint partners in the character 
and eouucils of the country, a^d in the nationai losses 
•nd national i^alns ; aiS a Territory they were not an es- 
sential part of the Government ; they were a mere pro- 
vince, subject to the acts a^d regulations of the General 
Go veritmeBt ia aU cases whatsoever. As a Territory^ they 
had not all the rigfU^t 94«a«t<(Vf«« Q/nd imnkttmUr*^ of 
eitiseBs of the United StateSk Mr. S himself furnished a>n 
exarapLe, thatt in thei? present condition, they had not all 
the rights of the other citiseus of the Union, Had he a vote 
in this tlouset and yet these people were, during Uie war, 
auluect to certain taxes imposed by Congress. Bad those 
people any voice to ^ive in the imposition of taxes to 
which they were subject, or iiji the disposition of the 
funds of tkie nation, and particularly those arising from 
Ihe sales of the public lands, to which they already had, 
and still would largely contribute f Had they a voice to 
give in selecting the officers of this Governments or many 



of their own ? In short, in what had they equal riffhiBt 
{tdwrntagM cmd immunities, with the other oitixena of 
ihe United States, but in the privilege to submit to a pro<- 
crastination of their rights, and in the advantage to sub* 
scribe to your laws, your rules, your taxes, and youx 
powers, even without a hearing ? Those people were also 
** to be admitted into the Union as soon as possible,^ 
Mr. Scott would infer from this expression, that it was the 
understanding of the parties, that so soon as any portion 
of the Territory, of sufficient extent to form a State, 
should contain the number of inhabitants required by law 
to entitle them to a representative on the floor of thia 
House, that they then had the right to make the call for 
admission, and this admission, when made, was to he, not 
on conditions that gentlemen might deem 'expedient, not 
on conditions referable to future political views, not on 
conditions that the Constitution the people should form 
should contain a clause that would particularly open the 
door for emigration from the North or from the South, 
not on condition that the future population of the State 
should come from a Slaveholding or Non-Slaveholding 
f<tate, *' l>ut aceordinff to ifu.prineipUs of ihs Fsdsrdl 
OontHtuHont* and none other. 

Mr. Scott had trusted that gentlemen who professed to 
be actuated by motiviis of humanity and principle would 
not encourage a course of dissimulation, or, by any v«te 
of theirs, render it necessary for the cltiaens of Missouri 
to act equivocally to obtain their rights. He waa unvitt* 
ing to believe, that political views alone led geailemen on 
this or any other occasion ; but, from the language of the 
member from New-Tork (Mr. Taylor), he was compelled 
to siupect that they had their influence upon himu That 
gentlemen hastold us, that if ever he left his present rer 
sidence, it would be for Illinois or Missouri ; at all eyenta, 
he wished to send out his brothers and his sona. Mr. Scott 
begged that gentleman to relieve him from th« awful ap- 
prehension excited by the prospect of this accession of 
population. He hoped the House would excuse hlin while 
ha stated, that he did not desire that gentlemain, his sons, 
or hia brothers, in that land oi brave, noble, and inde- 
pendent freemen. The member says that the latitude is 
too far North to admit of Slavery there. Would the 
gentleman cast his eye on the map before him, he would 
titera see, that a part of Kentucky, Virginia, aqd Mary- 
land, were as far North as the Northern boundary of the. 
proposed State of Missouri. Mr. Scott would thi^nk the 
gentleman if he would condescend to tell him what pre- 
cise line of latitude suited his conscience, his humanity, 
or his political yl^wSf on this su)\|ect. Could that mem- 
ber be serious, when he made the parallel of latitude the 
measure of his good-will to those unfortunate blacks ? 
Or iras he trying how far he oould go in fallacious argu- 
ment and absurdity, without creating one blush even oa 
hia own cheel^, for inconsistency ? What, starve the ne- 
groes out, pen them up in the swamps and morasses, con- 
fine them to Southern latitudes, to long, scorching daya 
of labor and fatigue, until the racQ becomes extinct, that 
the fair land of Missouri may be tenanted by that gentle- 
man, his brothers,, and sons i He expected f^om the ma- 
jority of the House a more liberal policy, and better evi- 
dence that th^y really were actu^d by humane moUyea. 

The Hotiee bill, thus passed, reached the 
Senate, Febriiarv 17 th, when it was read tvr'ice 
and sent to a Select Gominittee already raised 
on a like application from Alabama, consisting of 

Messrs. Tait, of Georgia ; Morrow, of Ohio ; WilUaoM, of 
Mississippi ; Edwards, of Illinois ; Williams, of Tennesaee. 

On the 22nd, Mr. Tait, from this Committee, 
reported the bill with amendments, striking ont 
thie Anti-Slavery restrictiops inserted by the 
House. This bill was taken up in Committee of 
the Whole, on the 27th, when Mr. Wilson of 
New-Jersey moved its postponement to the 5th 
of March — that is, to the end of the sessionp^ 
negatived : Yeas 14 ; Nays 23. 

The Senate then proceeded to vote pn agree- 
ing to the amendments reported by the Select 
Committee, viz. : 1, to strike out of the House 
hill the following : 

And that all children of slaves born within the said 
State, after the admission thereof into the Union, shall 
be Free, but may be held to service lutil the age of 
twenty -one years. 

Which was stricken out by the following vote : 

Teas— Against the £s9MoUon—2J. Nays—For 
ihs BsstricUon—l. 
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The Senate then proceeded to vote on the 
residue of the House Restriction, as follows : 

And provided aUo^ That the fbrther introduction of 
Blarery or involoDtary senritude b« prohibited, except 
for the pmnishnient of crimes, whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted. 

The vote on this clause was as follows : 

Yeas^For 9triking out thsBettHeUon—ili. Kays 
— Against striding out — ^16. 

The bill thus amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and was (March 2nd-~Jast day but one 
of the Session) read a' third time, and passed 
without a division. The bill was on that day 
returned to the House, and the amendments of 
the Senate read : whereupon, Mr. Tallm.adge, of 
New-York, moved that the bill be postponed 
indefinitely. Yeaa 60 ; Nays 74. 

[The record shows hardly a vote changed from Tea, on 
the original passage of the Restriction, to Nay now, but 
many members who voted then were now absent or 
elent.] 

Th« vote was then taken on concurring in 
the Senate*s amendments, as aforesaid, and the 
House refused to concur ; Yeas 76 ; Nays 78. 

[Hardly a rote changed ; but more members voting 
than on the previous division, and less than when the 
Restriction was carried.] 

The bill was now returned to the Senate, with 
a message of non-concurrence ; when Mr. Tait 
moved that the Senate adhere to its amendment, 
which was carried without a division. The bill 
being thus remanded to the House, Mr. Taylor, 
of New- York, moved that the House adhere to 
its disagreement, which prevailed. Yeas 78 ; 
Nays 66. So the bill fell between the two 
Houses, and was lost. 

The Southern portion of the then Territory 
of Missouri (organized by separation from 
Louisiana in 1812) was excluded from the pro- 
posed State of Missouri, and organi2ed as a 
separate Territory, entitled Arkansas. 

The bill being under consideration, Mr. Tay- 
lor, of New-York, moved that the foregoing re- 
striction be applied to it also ; and the clause, 
proposing that slaves born therein after the 
passage of this act be free at twenty-five years 
of age, was carried (February 17 th) by 76 Yeas 
to 73 Nays; but that providing against the 
further introduction of Slaves was lost ; Yeas 
70; Nays 71. The next day, the clause just 
adopted was stricken out, and the bill ultiniately 
passed without any allusion to Slavery. Ar- 
kansas of course became a Slave Territory, and 
ultimately (1836) a Slave State. 



THE SECOND MISSOURI 8TRUOOLK. 

- A new Congress assembled on the 6th of 
December, 1819. Mr. Glay was again chosen 
Speaker. On the 8th, Mr. Scott, delegate from 
Missouri, moved that the memorial of her Ter- 
ritorial Legislature, as also of several citizens, 
praying her admission into the Union as a State, 
be referred to a Select Committee ; carried, 
and Messrs. Scott, of Missouri, Robertson, of 
Kentucky, Terrell, of Georgia, Strother, of Vir- 
ginia, and De Witt, of New-York, (all but the 
last from the Slave region,) were appointed said 
committee. 

Mr. Strong, of New-York, that day gave 
notice of a bill ** To prohibit the further exten- 
sion of Slavery in the United States," 



On the 14th, Mr. Taylor, of New-York, moved 
a Select Committee on this subject, which was 
granted ; and the mover, with Messrs. Liver- 
more, of New-Hampshire, Barbour, (P. P.) of 
Virginia, Lowndes, of South-Carolina, Filller, of 
Massachusetts, Hardin, of Kentucky, and Cuth 
bert^ of Georgia, were appointed such committee* 
A majority of this Committee being Pro-Slavery, 
Mr. Taylor could do nothing ; and on the 28th 
the Committee was, on motion, discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

On the same day, Mr. Taylor moved : 

That a Committee be appointed with instructions to 
report a bill prohibiting the further admission of slavfti 
into the Territories of the United States West of the river 
Mississippi. 

On motion of Mr. Smith, of Maryland, this 
resolve was sent to the Committee of the Whole, 
and made a special order for January 10th; 
but it was not taken up, and appears to have 
slept the sleep of death. 

lo the Senate, the memorial of the Missouri 
Territorial Legislature, asking admission as a 
State, w«i8 presented by Mr. Smith, of South- 
Carolina, December 29th, and referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, which consisted of 

Messrs. 8mlth,of South Oarolina ; Leake, of Mississippi ; 
Bnrrill, of Rhode Island ; Logan, of Kentucky ; Otis of 
Massachusetts. 

DANIEL WEBSTER ON SLATEKT EXTENSION. 

The following is extracted from the ** Memor- 
ial to the Congress of the United States, on the 
subject of restraining the increase of Slavery in 
New States to be admitted into the Union,'* in 
pursuance of a vote of the inhabitants of Boston 
and its vicinity, assembled at the State House 
on the 8d of December, 1819, which was 
drawn up by Daniel Webster, and signed by 
himself^ George Blake^ Joaiah Quincy, James 
T. Austin, etc. It is inserted here instead of 
the resolves of the various New England Legis- 
latures, as a fuller and clearer statement of the 
views of the great body of the people of that 
section during the pendency of the Missouri 
question : 

** MEMORIAL 



To Ihs SenaU and jB&Me qfBspreBentatives qf th6 
United StcOes, ith Congreea cueembled : 

The undersigned, inhabitants 6f Boston and Its 
viciAit7f beg leave most respectfully and humbly to repre- 
sent : That the question of the Introduction of Slavery 
into the new States to be formed on the west side of the 
Mississippi River, appears to them to be a question of 
the last imporiabce to the Aiture welfare of the United 
States, irtike progress of this great evil is ever to be 
arrested, it seems to the undersigned that this is tiie time 
to arrest it. A false step taicen now, cannot be retraced ; 
and it appears to us that the happiness of unborn mlilionb 
rests on the measure which Congress on tliis occasion 
may adopt. Considering this as no local question, nor a 
question to be decided by a temporary ex(>ediency, but 
as involving great interests of the whole United States, 
and affecting deeply and essentially those objects of 
common defense, general welfare, and the perpetuation 
of the blessings of liberty, for which the Constitution it- 
self was formed, we have presumed, in this way, to offer 
our sentiments and express our wishes to the National 
Legislature. And, as various reasons have been sug- 
gested against prohibiting Slavery in the new States, it 
may perhaps be permitted to us to state our reasons, 
both for believing that Congress possesses the Constitu- 
tional power to make such prohibition a condition, on 
the admission of a new State into the Union, and that It 
is just and proper that they should exercise that power. 

*» Ahd in the first place, as to the Constitutional au- 
thority of Congress. The Constitatioa of the United 
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States has declared that " Congress shnll have power to 
dispose of and make all needfal rules and regulations re- 
specting the Territory or other property belonging to the 
United States: and nothing in this Constitution shall be 
so construed as to prejudice the claims of the United 
States or of any particular State." It is very well known, 
that the saving in this clause of the claims of any par- 
ticular State, was designed to apply to claims by the then 
existing States, of territory which was also claimed by 
the United States as their own property. It has, Uiere- 
fore, no bearing on the present question. The power, 
then, of Congress over its own Territories, is, by the very 
terms of the Constitution, unlimited. It may make all 
** needful rules and regulations," which of course include 
all such regulations as its own views of policy or expedi- 
ency shall, from time to time, dictate. If, therefore, in 
its judgment it be needful for the benefit of a Territory to 
enact a prohibition of Slavery, it would seem to be as 
much within its power of Legislation as any other act of 
local policy. Its sovereignty being complete and nni- 
yersal as to the Territory, it may exercise over it the 
most ample jurisdiction in every respect. It possesses, 
in this view, all the authority which any State Legisla- 
ture possesses over its own Territory ; and if any State 
Legislature may, in its discretion, abolish or prohibit 
Slavery within its own limits, in rirtue of its general 
Legislative authority, for the same reason Congress also 
may exercise the like authority over its own Territi^rles. 
And that a State Legislature, unless restrained by some 
Constitutional provision, may so do, is unquestionable, 
and has been established by general practice 

If the constitutional power of Congress to make the 
proposed prohibition be satisfactorily shown, the justice 
and policy of such prohibition seem to the undersigned 
to be supported by plain and strong reasons. The per- 
tnission of Slavery in a new State, necessarily draws after 
it an extension of that inequality of representation, 
which already exists in regard to the original States. 
It cannot be expected tbat those of the original States, 
which do not hold slaves, can look on such an extension 
as being politically just. As between the original States 
the representation rests on compact and plighted faith ; 
and your memorialists have no wish that that compact 
should be disturbed, or that plighted faith in the slightest 
degree violated. But the subject assumes an entirely 
different character, when a new State proposes to be ad- 
mitted. With her there is no compact, and no faith 
plighted ; S'lid where Is the reason that she could come 
into the ITnion with more than an equal share of political 
Importance and political power? Already the ratio of 
representation, established by the Constitution, has given 
to the States holding slaves twenty members of the House 
of Representatives more than they would have been en- 
tlUed to, except under the particular provision of the 
Constitution. In all probability, this number will be 
doubled in thirty years. Under these circumstances, we 
deem it not an unreasonable expectation that the Inhabi- 
tants of Missouri should propose to come into the Union, 
renouncing the right in question, and establishing a 
Constitution prohibiting It forever. Without dwelling on 
this topic, we have still thought it our duty to present it 
to the consideration of Congress. We present it with a 
deep and earnest feeling of its importance, and we re- 
spectfully solicit for it the full consideration of the Na- 
tional Legislature. 

Your memorialists were not without the hope that the 
time had at length arrived when the inconvenience and4;he 
danger of this description of {lopulation had become appa- 
rent in all parts of this country and In all parts of the civil- 
ised world. It might have been hoped that the new States 
themselves would have had such a view of their own per- 
manent interests and prosperity as would have led them 
to prohibit its extension and increase. The wonderfbi in- 
crease and prosperity of the States north of the Ohio is un- 
questionably to be ascribed, in a great measure, to the con* 
sequences of the ordinance of 1787 ; and few, indeed, are 
the occasions, in the history of nations, in which so much 
can be done, by a single act, for the benefit- of future 
generations, as was done by that ordinance, and as may 
now be done by the Congress of the United States. We 
appeal to the justice and to the wisdom of the National 
Councils to prevent the further progress of a great and 
serious evil. We appeal to those who look forward to the 
remote consequences of their measures, and who cannot 
balance a temporary or trifling inconvenience, if there 
were such, against a permanent, growing, and desolating 
evil. We cannot forbear to remind the two Houses of 
Congress that the early and decisive measures adopted 
by the American Ck>vernment for the abolition of the 
slave-triide, are among the proudest memorials of our 
nation's glory. That Slavery was ever tolerated in the 
Republic is, as yet, to be attributed to the policy of an- 
other Government. No Imputation, thus far, rests on I 



any portion of the American Confederacy. The Missoorl 
Territory is a new country. If its extensive and fertile 
field shall be opened as a market for slaves, the Govern- 
ment will seem to become a party to a traffic which, in 
so many acts, through so many years, it has denounced as 
impolitic, unchristian, inhuman. To enact laws to pac- 
ish the traffic, and, at the same time, to tempt cupidity 
and avarice by the allurements of an insatiable market, 
is inconsistent and irreconcilable. Government, by such 
a course, would only defeat its own purposes, and render 
nugatory its own measures. Nor can the laws derive 
support from the manners of the people. If the power of 
moral sentiment be weakened by enjoying, under the per- 
mission of Government, great facilities to commit of- 
fenses. The laws of the United States have denounced 
heavy penalties against the traffic In slaves, because such 
traffic Is deemed unjust and inhuman. We appeal to the 
spirit of these laws. We appeal to this justice and human- 
ity. We ask her whether tliey ought notio operate, on the 
present occasion, with all tiieir force? We have a strong 
feeling of the injustice of any toleration of Slavery. Cir^ 
cumstances have entailed it on a portion of our communi- 
ty, which cannot be immediately relieved from it without 
consequences more injurious than the suffering of the evlL. 
But to permit it in a new country, where yet no habits are 
formed which renuer it indispensable, what Is it, but to en- 
courage that rapacity, and fraud and violence, against 
which we have so long pointed the denuhciations of our 
penal code ? What is it, but to tarnish the proud fame of 
the country ? What is it, but to throw suspicion on its good 
faith, and to render questionable all Its professions of ro> 
gard for the rights of humanity and the liberties of man- 
kind? 

As inhabitants of a free country — as citizens of a 
great and rising Republic— as members of a Christian 
community— as living in a liberal and enlightened age, 
and as feeling ourselves called upon by the dictates of re- 
ligion and humanity, we have presumed to offer our senti- 
ments to Congress on this question, with a solicitude for the 
event far beyond what a common occasion could inspire.*' 

Instead of reprinting the Speeches elicited by 
this fruitful theme, which must necessarily, to 

* 

a great extent, be a mere reproduction of ideas 
expressed in the debate of the last session, 
already given, we here insert the Resolves of 
the Legislatures of New-York, New-Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware and Kentucky — the first 
three being unanimous expressions in favor of 
Slavery Restriction; the fourth, from a Slave 
State, also in favor of such Restriction, though 
probably not unanimously agreed to by the 
Legislature; the last against Restriction, and 
also (we presume) unanimous. The Legislatures 
of the Free States were generally unanimous for 
Restriction; those of the Slave States (Dela- 
ware excepted) against it. It is not deemed 
necessary to print more than the following : 

KEW-TORK. 

State of New-York, In Assembly, Jan. 17, 1820 : 
TTAerMTd, The inhibiting the further extension of 
Slavery in these United States is a sufctject of deep concern 
among the people of this State ; and whereas we consider 
Slavery as an evil mnch to be deplored ; and that every 
constitutional barrier should be interposed to prevent its 
further extension ; and that the Constitution of the United 
States clearly gives Congress the right to require of new 
States, not comprised within the original botindaries of 
these United States, the prohibition of Slavery, as a condi- ' 
tion of its admission into the Union : Therefore, 

.Rstdved (if the honorable the Senate concur herein). 
That our Senators be instructed, and ocur Representatives 
in Congress be requested, to oppose the admission aa a 
State into the Union, any territory not comprised as afore- 
said, without making the prohibition of Slavery therein an 
indispensable condition of admission ; therefore, 

Be8ol/0€d^ That measures be taken by the clerks ot 
the Senate and Assembly of this State, to transmit copies 
of the preceding resolutions to each of oor Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

(Unanimously concurred in by *he Senate.) 
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NXW-J1B8ST. 

HOUBB or RSPRISlNTATmS, ) 

« January S4^ 1820. {* 

Mr. Wilson, of N. J., commanicated the fol- 
lowing Resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New-Jersey, which were read : 

Whereas. A.Bill !b now depending in the Congress of 
the United States, on the application of the people in the 
Territory of Missouri for the admission of that Territory 
as a State into the Union, not containing provisions 
against Slavery in such proposed State, and a question is 
made upon the right and expediency of such provision, 

The representatives of the people of New-Jersey, 
in Legislative Council and General Assembly of the 
said State, now in session, deem it a duty they owe to 
themselves, to their constituents, and posterity, to de- 
olare and make known the opinions they hold upon this 
momentous subject ; and, 

1. They do reeolee cind declare^ That the Itirther 
admission of Territories into the Union, without restric- 
tion of Slavery, would, in their opinion, essentially Im- 
pidr the right of this and other existing States to equal 
representation in Congress (a right at the foundation of 
the political compact), inasmuch as such newly-admitted 
slaveholding States would be represented on the basis of 
their slave population ; a concession made at the forma- 
tion of the Constitution In favor of the then existing 
States, but never stipulated for new States, nor to be in- 
ferred from any article or clause in that instrument. 

8. JSesolved^ That to admit the Territory of Missouri 
as a State into the Union, without prohibiting Slavery 
there, would, in the opinion of the representatives of the 
people of New-Jersey aforesaid, be no less than to sanc- 
tion this great political and moral evil, furnish the ready 
means of )>eopling a vast Territory with slaves, and per- 
petuate all the dangers, crimes, and pernicious effects of 
domestic bondage. 

8. Beeolvedy As the opinion of the Representatives 
aforesaid. That inasmuch as no Territory has a right to 
be admitied into the Union, but on the principles of the 
Federal Constitution, and only by a law of Congress, con- 
senting thereto on the part of the existing States, Con- 
gress may rightfully, and ought to refuse such law, unless 
upon the reasonable and just conditions, assented to on the 
part of the people applying to become one of the States. 

4. JBesolved^ In the opinion of the Bepresentatives 
aforesaid, That U>e article of the Constitution which re- 
strains Congress f^om prohibiting the migration or impor- 
tation of slaved, until after the year 1808^ does, by neces- 
sary implication, admit the general power of Congress 
over the subject of Slavery, and concedes to them the 
right to regulate and restrain such migration and impor- 
tation after that time, into the existing, or any newiy-to- 
be-crealed State. 

5. BeeolAoed^ As the opinion of the Representatives 
of the people of New-Jersey aforesaid, That inasmuch as 
Congress have a clear right to refuse the admission of a 
Territory into the Union, by the terms of the Constitu- 
tion, they ought, in the present case, to exercise that ab- 
solute discretion in order to preserve the political rights 
of the several existing States, and prevent the great na- 
tional disgrace and multipliecl mlsehiefs, which must ensue 
from conceding it, as a matter of right, in the immense 
Territories yet to claim admission into the Union beyond 
the Mississippi, that they may tolerate Slavery. 

6. Beeol/oed^ (with the concurrence of Council,) That 
the Governor of this State be requested to transmit a copy 
of the foregoing resolutions to each of the Senators and 
Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni- 
ted SUtes. 

FENNSYLYANIA. 

HOUSB or RXPaK8KNTATIVB4, ) 

December lUh,\%l9. f 

A motion was made bj Mr. Duane and Mr. 
Tbackara, and read as follows : 

The Senate and House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, while they cherish the right 
of the individual States to express their opinion upon all 
public measures proposed in the Congress of the Union, 
are aware that its usefulness must in a great degree de- 
pend upon the discretion with which It is exercised ; they 
believe that the right ought not to be resorted to upon 
trivial sukjects or unimportant occasions ; but they are 
lUso perstutded that there are moments when the neglect 
to exercise it would be a dereliction of public duty. 

Such an occasion, as in their Judgment demands the 
frank expression of the sentiments of Pennsylvania, is 
ttow presented. A measure was ardently supported in 



the last Congress of the United States, and will probably 
be as earnestly urged during the existing session of that 
body, which has a palpaUe tendency to impair the politi- 
cal relations of the several States ; which is calculated to 
mar the social happiness of the present and future gene- 
rations ; which, if adopted, would impede the march of 
humanity and Freedom through the world ; and would 
transfer from a misguided ancestry an odious stain and 
fix it indelibly upon tlie present race — a measure, in brief, 
which proposes to spread the crimes and cruelties of 81a* 
very from the banks of the Mississippi to the shores of the 
Pacific. When a measure of this character is seriously 
advocated in the republican Congress of America, in tlie 
nineteenth century, the several Statos are invoked by the 
duty which they owe to the Deity, by the ven^ation which 
they entertain for the memory of the foimders of the Re- 
public, and by a tender regard for posterity, to protest 
against its adoption, to refuse to * covenant with crime, 
and to limit the range of an evil that already hangs in 
awfUl boding over so large a portion of the Union. 

Nor can such a protest be entered by^aqy State with 
greater propriety than by Pennsylvania. This Common- 
wealth has as sacredly respectfed the righta of othor 
States as it has b<^en careftil of its own ; it has been the 
invariable aim of the people of Pennsylvania to extend 
to the universe, by their example, the unadulterated 
blessings of civil and religious freedom ; and it is their 
pride that they have been at all times the practical advo- 
cates of those improvements and charities among men 
which are so well calculated to enable them to answer the 
purposes of their Creator ; and above all, they may boast 
that they were foremost in removing the pollution of Sla» 
very from among them. 

If, indeed, the measure, against which Pennsylvania 
considers it her duty to raise her voice, were calcinated 
to abridge any of the rights guaranteed to the several 
States ; if, odious as Slavery is, it was proposed to hasten 
its extinction by means iajurious to the States upon which 
it was unhappily entailed, Pennsylvania would be among 
the first to insist upon a sacred observance of the Consti- 
tutional compact. But it cannot be pretended that the 
rights of any of the States are at all to be affected by re- 
fusing to extend the mischief of human bondage over 
the boundless regions of the West, a Territory which 
formed no part of the Union at the adoption of the Con- 
stitution ; which has been but lately purchased from a 
European Power by the people of Uie Union at large ; 
which may or may not be admitted as a State into the 
Union at the discretion of Congress ; which must estab- 
lish a Republican form of Government, and no other; 
and whose climate^ffords none of the pretexts urged for 
resorting to the labor of natives of the torrid sone; such 
a Territory has no right, inherent or acquired, such as 
Uiose States possessed which established the existing Con- 
stitution. When that Constitution was flramed in Septem- 
ber, 17S7,the concession that thre&>fifttisof the slaves in 
the States then existing should be represented in Con- 
gress, could not have l^n intended to embrace regions 
at that time held by a foreign power. On the contrary, 
so anxious were the Congress of that day to confine hu- 
man bondage within its ancient home, that on the 18th 
of July, 1787, that body unanimously declared that Sla^ 
very or involuntary servitude should not exist in the ex- 
tensive Territories bounded by the Ohio, the Mississippi, 
Canada and the Lakes ; and in the ninth article of the 
Con^itution itself, the power of Congress to prohibit the 
emigration of servile persons after 1»08, is expressly re- 
cogniaeif ; nor is there to be found in the statute-book a 
single instance of the admission of a Territory to the 
rank of a State, in which Congress have not adhered to 
the right, vested in them by the Constitution, to stipu- 
late with the Territory upon the conditions of the boon. 
The Senate and House of Representatives of Penn- 
sylvania, therefore, cannot but deprecate any departure 
from the humane and enlightened policy pursued not only 
by the illusirious Congress which framed the Constitution, 
but by their successors with out exception. They are per- 
suaded that, to open the fertile regions of the West to a 
servile race, would tend to increase their numbers'beyond 
all past example, would open a new and steady market 
for the lawless venders of human fiesh, and would render 
all schemes for obliterating this most foul blot upon the 
American character, useless and unavailing. 

Under these convictions, and in the fUil persuasion that 
upon tills topic there is but one opinion in Pennsylvania— 

** Beaolved by the Senate and Houee ef BepreeentO' 
Ueea of the OommonweaUh of JPenneylvaniay Thnt the 
Senators of this State in the Congress of the United 
States be, and they are hereby instructed, and that the 
Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States be, and they are hereby requested, to vote 
against the admission of any Territory as a State into the 
Union, unless said Territory shall stipulate and agree 
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that ** the ftirthcr introduction of Slarerj or inTolnntarr 
■errltude, except for the punishment of crimes whereof 
the pany shall have been dulj oouvicted, shall be pro* 
hibited ; and that all children born wittUn the said Ter- 
ritory, after its admission into the Union as a Stated shall 
be free, but may be held tq serTiccf until the age of twenty- 
five years.** 

Ruol/o^y That the Gk>Temor be, and he Is hereby, re- 
quested to cause a copy of the foregoing preamble and 
resolution to be transmitted to each of the Senatot's and 
RepreientatiTes of this State in the Congress of the United 
States. 

Laid on the table. 

THUBSDir, D^cem^er 16, 1819. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the House resumed 
the consideration of the resolutions postponed on the 
14th inst., relative to preventing the Introduction of 
Slavery into States hereafter to be admitted Into the 
Union. And en the question, ** Will the Uouse agree to 
the resolution ?** the Yeas and Nays were required by 
Mr. Eandall and Mr. Souder, and stood— TeiuB 74— <54 
Democrats, 2Q Federalists); Nays none. Among the 
Yeas were David K, Porter, late (Governor, Josiah Ran- 
daU of Philadelpfaia, late Whig, now a leading Democrat, 
William Wilkins, late minister to Bussia, since In the 
State Senate, Dr» Daniel Sturgeon, late U. 8. Senator, 
etc., etc. William Duane, editor of The Aurora^ then 
the Democratic organ, also voted for the resolutions, as 
he had prominently advocated the principle they 
asserted. 

The Senate unanimously concurred, and the Besolyes 
were signed by Gov. William Findlay. 

DELAWABK. 

In Senate of the United States, earl j in 1820, 

Mr. Van Dyke communicated the following 

Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 

Delaware, which were read : 

Swoloedy by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Delaware, In General Assembly met: 
That it Is, in the opinion of this General Assembly, the 
constitutional right of the United States, in Congress 
assembled, to enact and establish, as one of the condi- 
tions for the admission of a new State into the Union, a 
S revision which shall effectually prevent the farther 
ktroduction of Slavery into such State ; and that a due 
regard to the true interests of such State, as well as of 
the other States, requj^e that the same should be done. 

Buolvedf That a copy of the above and foregoing 
resolution be transmitted, by the Speaker of the 
Senate, to each of the Senators and Representatives 
from this State in the Congress of the United States. 

KENTUCKY. 

In Senate, January 24th, 1820, Mr. Logan 
communicated the following preamble and Re- 
solutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky, which wen? read : 

WherM9, The Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides for the admission of new States into the Union, and 
it is Just and proper that all such States should be estab- 
lished upon the footing of original States, with « view 
to the preservation of State Sovereignty, the prosperity 
of sudi new State, and the good of their citizens ; and 
icherecUf successful attempts have been heretofore 
made, and are now making, to prevent the People of the 
' Territpry of Missouri firom being admitted into the Union 
as a State^ unless trammeled by rules and regulations 
which do not exist in the original States, particularly in 
relation to the toleration of Slavery. 

Whereas^ also, if Congress can thus trammel or 
control the powers of a Territory in the formation of a 
State government,, that body may, on the same prinpipie, 
reduce its powers to little more than those possessed 
by the people of the District of Columbia, and whilst 
professing to make it a Sovereign State, may bind it in 
perpetual vassalage, and reduce It to the condition of a 
province; such State must necessarily become the 
dependent of Congress, asking such powers, and not the 
independent State, demanding righte. And loherM*^ It 
ia necessary, in preserving the Slate Sovereignties in 
their present rights, that no new State ^ould be sub- 
jected to this restricuon, any more than an eld one, and 
that there can be no reason or Justice wliy it should not 
be entitled to the same privilegea, when It is bound to 
bear all the burdens and taxes laid upon it by Congress. 

In passing the following resolution, the General 
Assembly refrains from expressing any opinion either in 
favor or against the principles of Slavery ; but to sap- 



port and maintain State rights, which It concelyes neece* 
sary to be supported and maintidned, to preserve the 
liberties of the free people of these United States, it 
avows its solemn conviction, that the States already 
confederated under one eommon ConsUtatlon, have not 
a right to deprive new States of equal privileges with 
themselves. Therefore, 

£e9ohedt by the General Assembly of the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky, That the Senators in Congress firora 
this State be instructed, and the Representatives be 
requested, to use their efforts to procure the passage of a 
law to admit the people of Missouri into the Union, as a 
State, whether those people will sanction Slavery by 
their Constitution or not. 

Jip$oUjed^ That the Executive of tbis Commonwealth 
be riequested to transmit this Resolution to the Senators 
and Representatives of this State In Congress, that it 
may be laid before that body for its consideration. 

The bill authorizing Missouri to form a con- 
stitution, etc., came up in the Honse aa a 
special order, Jan. 24th* Mr. Taylor, of N. Y., 
moved that it be postponed for one week: 
Lost : Yeas 87 ; Nays 88. Whereupon the 
House adjourned. It was considered in com- 
mittee the next day, as also on the 28th and 
SOth, and thence debated daily until the 19th 
of February, when a bill came down from the 
Senate ^ to admit the State of Maine into the 
Union,'' but with a rider authorizing the people 
of Missouri to form a State Constitution, etc., 
without restriction on the subject of Slavery. 

The House, very early in the session, passed 

a bill providing for the admission of Maine as a 

State. This bill came to the Senate, and was 

sent to its Judiciary Committee aforesaid, which 

amended it by adding a provision for Missouri at 

above. After several days' debate in Senate, Mr. 

Roberts, of Pa., moved to recommit, so as to 

I strike out all but the admission of Maine ; which 

was defeated (Jan. 14tb, 1820)— Yeas 18 ; Nays 

26. Hereupon Mr. Thomas, of III., (who voted 

with the majority, as uniformly against any 

restriction ou Missouri) gave notice that he 

should 

" ask leave to bring a bill to prohibit the introduction 
of Slavery Into the Territories of the United States 
North and West of the contemplated Stats of Mis- 
souri ;" 

-^which ho accordingly did on the 19th ; when 
it was read and ordered to a third reading. 

[NoTR. — Great confiision and misconception exists In 
the public mind with regard to the " Bfissouri Restrio- 
tion," two totally different propositions being called by 
that name. The original^ Kestrictlon, which Mr. Clay 
vehemently opposed, and Mr. Jefferaod in a letter 
characterized as a " flre-beil in the night," contemplated 
the limitation of Slavery in its exclusion from the State 
qf Missouri. This was ultimately defeated, as we shall 
see. The second proposed Restriction was that of Mr. 
Thomas, Just cited, which proposed the exclusion of 
Slavery, not from the State of Missouri, Xmifrom the 
Territories qfthe United States North and West of that 
State, This proposition did not emanate from the origi- 
nal Missouri Restrictionlsts, but from their adversaries, 
and was but reluctantly and partially accepted by the 
former.] 

The Maine admission bill, with the proposed 
amendments, was discussed through several 
days, until, Feb. 16th, the question was taken 
on the Judiciary Committee's amendmeats 
(authorizing Missouri to form a State Constitu* 
tion, and saying nothing of Slavery), which 
were adopted by the following vote : 

Fmm— Against the Restrietioa oo MJisoarl, 28. 

[20 from Slave States ; 3 from Free Statea] 
Na/VS^tw Restriction, 81. 

[19 from Free States ; 2 from Delaware.] 

Mr. Thomas, of 111-, then proposed his amend- 
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ment, which, on the following day, he withdrew 
and substituted the following : 

And h€U farther wuteUd. That In all that Territory- 
ceded by France to the Unitea States under the name of 
Louisiana which lies north of thirty-six degrees thirty 
minutes north latitude, excepting only such part thereof 
as is included within the limits of the State contemplated 
by this act, Slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise 
than in the punishment of crime whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted, siiall be and is hereby forever 
prohibited. Provided always^ that any person escaping 
into the same, ft*om' where labor or service is lawfully 
claimed in any Bute or Territory of the United Slates, 
such fugitive may be lawfully reclaimed and conveyed 
to the person claiming his or her labor or service as 
aforesaid. 

Mr. Trimble, of Ohio, moved a substitute for 
this, somewhat altering the boundaries of the 
regions shielded from Slavery, which was 
rejected : Yeas 20 (Northern) ; Nays 24 
(Southern). 

The question then recurred on Mr. Thomases 
amendment, which was adopted, as follows : 

Yeas — For excluding Slavery from all the 
Territory North and West of Missouri : 

Mestfrs. Brown of La., M ellen of Mass., 

Burrill of R. I., Mon^ill of N. H,, 

Dana of Conn., Otis of Mass., 

Dickerson of N. J., Palmer of Vt., 

Eaton of Tenn., Parrott of N. H., 

Edwards of IlL, Pinlcney of Md., 

Horsey of Del., Roberts of Pa., 

Hunter of R. L, Ruggles of Ohio, 

Johnson of Ky., Sanford of N. Y., 

Johnson of La.. Stokes of N. G., 
Khig(Wm. R.) of Ala., Thomas of HI., 
King (Rufus) of N. Y., TIchenor of Vt., 

Lanman of Conn., Trimble of Ohio, 

Leake of Miss., Van Dyke of Del, 

Lowrie of Pa., Walker of Ala., 

Lloyd of Md., Wltliams of Tenn., 

Logan of Ky., Wilson of N. J.-«4. 

Nays — Against such Restriction : 

Messrs* Barbour of Va., Pleaaants of Va., 

Elliott of Ga., emith (Wm.) of 8. 0.. 

Gaillard of 8. C, Taylor of Ind., 

Macon of N. C, Walker of Ga., 

Noble of Ind., Williams of Mi88.-^10. 

[It will here be seen that the Restriction ulti- 
ttiately adopted-^that excluding Slavery from 
all territory then owned by the United States 
North and West of th^ Southwest border of the 
State of Mi^ouri — was proposed by an early and 
steadfast opponent of the Restriction originally 
proposed, relative to Slavery in the contem- 
plated State of MlBsonri, and was sustained by 
the votes of fourteen Senators from Slave States, 
including the Senators from Delaware, Mary- 
land, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and 
Louisiana, with one vote each from North ^ 
Carolina and Mississippi. 

The current assumption that this Restriction 
Was propo^d by Rufus Kmg, of New-Tork, and 
mainly sustained by the antagonists of Slavery 
Extension, is wholly mistaken. The truth, 
doubtless, is, that it was suggested by the more 
moderate opponents of the proposed Restriction 
on Missouri — and supported also by Senators 
from Slave States — as a means of overcoming 
the resistance of the House to Slavery in Mis- 
souri. It was, in effect, an offer from the 
milder opponents of Slavery Restriction to the 
more moderate and flexible advocates of that 
Restriction — ** Let us have Slavery in Missouri, 
and we will unite with you in excluding it from 
all the uninhabited territories North and West 
of that State.^* It was in substance an agree- 
ment between the North and the South to that 



effect, though the more determined chamt^ions, 
whether of Slavery Extension or Slavery Re- 
striction, did not unite in it.] 

The bill, thus amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a thiM reading by the following 
vote: 

Yeoa — For the Missouri Bill : 



Messn. Barbour of Va., 
Brown of La., 
Eaton of Tenn., 
Edwards of 111., 
Elliott of Ga., 
Gaillard of a C, 
Horsey of Del., 
Huuter of R. I., 
Johnson of Ky., 
Johnsoa of La., 
King of Ala., 
Leake o^ Bliss., 



Lloyd of Md., 
Logan of Ky., 
Parrott of N H., 
Pinkney of Md., 
Pleasants of Va., 
Stokes of N. C« 
Thomas of lU., 
Van Dyke of Del* 
Walker of Ala., 
Walker of Ga., 
Williamf of Miss., 
Williams of Tenn--24 



Naysi — Against the Bill : 

Messrs. BUrrill of R. L, Otis of Mass., 

Dana of Conn., Palmer of Vt., 

Dickerson of N. J., Roberts of Pa., 

King of N. Y., Ruggles of Ohio, 

Lanman of Conn., Sanford of N. Y., 

Lowrie of Pa., Smith of 8. C, 

Macon of N. C, Taylor of Ind., 

Mellen of Mass., TIchenor of Vt., 

Morrill of N. H., Trimble of Ohio., 

Ndble of Ind., Wilson of N. J.— 20. 

The bill was thus passed (Feb. 18th) without 
further division, and sent to the House for con^ 
currence. In the House, Mr. Thomases amend- 
ment (as above) was at first rejected by both 
parties, and defeated by the strong vote of 159 
to 1 8. The Yeas (to adopt) were, 

Messrs. Baldwin of Pa., Meech, of Vt., 

Bayly of Md., Mercer of Va., 

Blootnfield of N. J., Quarles ofKy., 

Cocke of Tenn., Ringgold of Md., 

Crafts of Vt., %aw of Mass., 

Culpepper of N. C, Sloan of Ohio , 

Kittsey of N. J., Sihith of N. J., 

Lathrop of Mass., Smith of Md., 

LlUle of Md., Tarr of Pa-— 1& 

Prior to this vote, the House disagreed to 
the log-rolling of Maine and Missouri, into one 
bill by the strong vote of 93 to 72. [W^ do 
not give the Yeas and Nays on this decision ; 
but the majority was compose<l of the repre- 
sentatives of the Free States with only four ex- 
ceptions ; and Mr. Louis McLane of Delaware, 
who was constrained by instructions from his 
legislature. His colleague, Mr. Willard Hall, 
did not vote.] 

The members from Free StAtes who voted 
with the South to keep Maine and Missouri 
united in one bill were, 

Messrs. H. Baldwin of Pa., Heftty Mdgtf of N. T., 
Bloomfield of N. J., Henry Shaw of Masg., 

The House also disagreed to the remaining 
amendments of the Senate (striking out the re- 
striction on Slavery in MissouH) by the strong 
vote of 102 Yeas to 68 Nays. 

[Nearly or quite every Representative of a 

Free State voted in the majority on this diviis^on, 

with the following from Slave States : 

Louis McLane, Del, Nelson, Md., 

Alney BIcLean, Ky. Trimble, Ky.] 

So the House rejected all the Senate's 
amendments, and returned the bill with a cor- 
responding message. 

Th^ Senate took up the bill on the 24th, and 
debated it till the 28th ; when, on a direct vote, 
it was decided not to recede from the attach- 
ment of Missouri to the Maine bill: Yeas 21 ; 
(19 from Free States and two from Delaware;) 
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Nays, 23 ; (20 from Slave States with Messrs. 
Taylor of Ind., Edwards and Thomas of III.) 

The Senate also voted not to recede from its 
amendment prohibiting Slavery west of Mis- 
souri, and north of 36° 30', north latitude. 
(For receding, 9 from Slave States, with Messrs. 
Noble and Taylor of Ind. : against it, 33— (22 
from Slave States, 11 from Free States.) The 
remaining amendments of the Senate were 
then insisted on without division, and the 
House notified accordingly. 

The bill was now returned to the House, 
which, on motion of Mr. John W. Taylor of 
N. Y , voted to insist on its disagreement to all 
but Sec. 9 of the Senate's amendments, by Yeas 
97 to Nays T6 : (all but a purely sectional vote : 
Hugh Nelson of Va. voting with the North; 
Baldwin of Pa., Bloomfield of N. J., and Shaw 
of Mass., voting with the South). 

Sec. 9, (the Senate's exclusion of Slavery 
from the Territory north and west of Missouri) 
was also rejected — ^Yeas 160; Nays, 14, (much 
as before). The Senate thereupon (March 2nd) 
passed the House's Missouri bill, striking out 
the restriction of Slavery by Yeas 27 to Nays 
15, and adding without a division the exclusion 
of Slavery from the territory west and north of 
said State. Mr. Trimble again moved the ex« 
elusion of Slavery from Arkansas also, but was 
again voted down. Yeas, 12 ; Nays, 80. 

The Senate now asked a conference, which 
the House granted without a division. The 
Committee of Conference was composed of 
Messrs. Thomas of Illinois, Pinkney of Maryland, 
and Barbour of Va. (all anti-restrictionists), on 
the part of the Senate, and Messrs. Holmes of 
Mass., Taylor of N. Y., Lowndes of S. C, 
Parker of Mass., and Kinsey of N. J., on the 
part of the House. (Such constitution of the 
Committee of Conference was in effect a sur- 
render of the Restriction on the part of the 
House.) John Holmes of Mass., from this Com- 
mittee, in due time (March 2nd), reported that, 

1. The Senate should give up the combina- 
tion of Missouri in the same bill with Maine. 

2. The House should abandon the attempt 
to restrict Slavery in Missouri. 

3. Both Houses should agree to pass the 
Senate's separate Missouri bill, with Mr. 
Thomas's restriction or compromising proviso, 
excluding Slavery from all Territory north and 
west of Missouri. 

The report having been read, the first and 
most important question was put, viz : 

Will the House concur with the Senate in so much of 
the said amendments as proposes to strike from the 
fourth section of the <. Missouri) bill the provision prohib- 
iting Slavery or involuntary servitude, in the contem- 
plated State, otherwise than in the punishment of 
crimes f 

On which question the Yeas and Nays were 
demanded, and were as follows : 

Yeas — For giving up Hestrictions on Mis- 
souri : 

Massaohusbtts.— Mark Langdon Hill, John Holmes, 
Jonathan Mason, Henry Shaw— 4. 

Rhodb IsLASD.—Samuel Eddy— 1. 

OoNMBOTicuT.— Samuel A. Foot, James Stephens— 3. 

New- York —Henry Meigs, Henry R. Storrs— 2. 

New- Jbrskt— Joseph Bloomfield, Charles Kinsey. Ber- 
ftard Smith— 8. 

Penmbtlvania.- Henry Baldwin, David Pollertoii'— 2. 
Total from Free-States 14. 



Dkz^warb. — Louis McLani^l. 

Maryland. — Stephenson/ Archer, Thomas Bayly, 
Thomas Culbreth, Joseph' Kent, Peter Little, Raphael 
Neale, Samuel Ringgold, £tamuel Smith, Henry R. War- 
field— 9. / 

Virginia.— Mark Ale^^nder, William S. Archer, Philip 
P. Barbour, William A, Burwell, John Floyd, Robert & 
Garnett, James Johnson, James Jones, William McCoy, 
Charles F. Mercer, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Nelson, Severn 
£. Parker, Jas. Pindali, John Randolph, Ballard Smith, 
Alexander Smyth, George F. Strother, Thomas Van 
Swearingen, George Tucker, John Tyler, Jared Williams 
—22. 

North Carolina. — Hutchins G. Burton, John Culpep- 
per, William Davidson, Weldon N. Edwards, Charles 
Fisher, Thomas H. Hall, Charles Hooks, Thomas Settle, 
Jesse Slocumb, James S. Smith, Felix Walker, Lewis 
Williams— 12. 

South Carolina. — Josiah Brevard, Ellas £arle, James 
Erwin, William Lowndes, James McCreary, James Over- 
street, Charles Pinckney, Eldred Simkins, Sterling 
Tucker— 9. 

Georgia.— Joel A. Abbot, Thomas W. Cobb. Joel 
Crawford, John A. Cuthbert, Robert R. Reid, William 
Terrill— 6. 

Alabama.— John Orowell— 1. 

MississiPPL— John Rankin— 1. 

Louisiana.— Thomas Butler— 1. 

Kentucky— Richard C. Anderson, jr., William Broirn. 
Beig'amin Hardin, Alney McLean, Thomas Metcalf, Tun- 
stall Quarles, Geo. Robertson, David Trlmble-6. 

Tennkssbk.- Robert Allen, Heiu'y H. Bryan, Newton 
Cannon, John Cocke, Francis Jon^ John lUiea— 5. 

Total Yeas from Slave State^ 76 ; in all 90. 

Nays — Against giving up tnKRestriction on 
Slavery in Miasourv 

New-Hampshire. —Joseph Buffum, Jr.\josiah Butler, 
Clifton Clagett, Arthur Livermore, Willid|& Plumer, jr., 
Nathaniel Upham— d. ^V 

Massachusetts (including Maine).— BenjiMiin Adams, 
Samuel C. Allen, Joshua Cushman, Edward ibwse, Wal- 
ter Folger, jr., Timothy Fuller, Jonas Kendlfl, Martin 
Kinsley, Samuel Lathrop, Enoch Lincoln, Marcos Mor- 
ton, Jeremiah Nelson, James Parker, Zabdielfampso'n, 
Nathaniel Silsbee, Ezekiei Whitman— 16. 

Rhode Island.— Nathaniel Hazard — 1. 

Connecticut.— Jonathan O. Moseley, Elisha^elP^i 
John Rnss, Gideon Tomlinson — 4. \ 

Vermont.— Samuel C. Crafts, Rollin C. MallariEzra 
Meech, Charles Rich, Mark Richards, William Stroi 

New-York.- Nathaniel Allen, Caleb Baker li 
Clark, Jacob H. De Witt, John D. Dickinson, John 
William D. Ford, Ezra C. Gross, James Guyon 
Aaron Hackley, jr., George Hall, Joseph S. Lyn, 
Robert Monell, Nathaniel Pitcher, Jonathan Rlchmcl 
Randall 8. Street, James Strong, 'John W. Taylor, AllL 
H. Tracy, Solomon Van Ren&elear, Peter U. Wendovl 
Silas Wood— 22. ' 

Nbw-Jers3t.— Ephraim Bateman, John Linn. Her 
Southard-S. ' 

Pknnstlvania.— Andrew Boden, William Darlingtc 
George Dennison, Samuel Edwards, Thomas Porre 
Samuel Gross, Joseph Hemphill, Jacob Hibschm? 
Joseph Heister, Jacob Hostetter, William P. MAclal, 
David Marchand, Robert Moore, Samuel Moore, Jotil 
Murray, Thomas Patterson, Robert Philson, Thomas ., 
Rogers, John Sergeant, Christian Tarr, James M. Wal 
lace— 21. 

Ohio.— Philemon Beecher, Henry Brush, John , 
Campbell, Samuel Herrick, Thomas R. Ross, John Sloai 
—6. 

Indiana.— William Hendricks— 1. 

Illinois.— Daniel P. Cook— 1. 

Total, Nays, 87— all from Free States. 

(The members apparently absent on this ii 
portant division, were Henry W. Edwards 
Conn., Walter Case and Honorius Peck of N. 
and John Condit of N. J., from the Free Stat^ 
with Lemuel Sawyer of N. C, and Di 
Walker of Ky., from the Slave States. 
Clay of Ky., being Speaker, did not vote.) 

This defeat broke the back of the North 1 
resistance to receiving Missouri as a SU 
State. 

Mr. Taylor, of N. Y., now moved an amei 
ment, intended to include Arkansas Territj 
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finder the proposed Inhibition of Slaverj west 
of Missouri ; bnt this motion was cut off by the 
Preyious Question, (which then cut off amend- 
ments more rigorously, according to the rules 
of the House, than it now does), and the House 
proceeded to concur with the Senate in inserting 
the •exclusion of Slavery from the territory 
west and north of Missouri, instead of thai; just 
stricken out by, 184 Teas to 42 Nays, (the Nays 
being from the South). So the bill was passed 
in the form indicated above ; and the bill ad- 
mitting Maine as a State, (relieved, by a confer- 
ence, from the Missouri rider,) passed both 
Houses without a divison, on the following day. 
Such was the virtual termination of the strug- 
gle for the restriction of Slavery in Missouri, 
which was beaten by the pkn of proffering in- 
stead an exclusion of Slavery from all the then 
federal territory west and north of that State. 
It is unquestionable that, without this compromise 
or equivalent, the Northern votes, which passed 
the bill, could not have been obtained for it. 

THX THIRD MISSOURI STRUGOLK. 

Though the acceptance of Missouri as a 
State, with a Slave Constitution, was forever 
settled by the votes just recorded, a new excite- 
ment, sprang up on her presenting herself to 
Congress (Nov. 16, 1820),) with a State Consti- 
tution, framed on the 19th of July, containing 
the following resolutions : 

The General Assembly shall have no power to pass 
laws, First;, for the emancipation of slaves without the 
consent of their owners, or without paying them, before 
such emancipation, a tall equivalent for such slaves so 
emancipated; and, Second, to prevent bonajlde eml- 
fn^ants to this State, or actual settlers therein, fh>m 
bringing from any of the United States, or from any of 
their Territories, such persons as may there be deemed to 
be slaves, so long as any persons of the same description 
are allowed to be held as slaves by the laws of this State. 

.... It shall be their duty, as soon as may be, to 
pass such laws as may be necessary, 

Fhvt, to prevent free negroes and mulattoes from 
coming to, and settling in, this State, under any pretext 
whatever. 

The North, still smarting under a sense of its 
defeat on the question of excluding Slavery from 
Missouri, regarded this as needlessly defiant, 
insulting, and inhuman, and the section last 
quoted as palpably in violation of that clause 
of the Federal Constitution which gives to the 
citizens of each State (which blacks are, in 
several Free States), the rights of citizens in 
every State. A determined resistance to any 
such exclusion was manifested, and a portion 
of the Northern Members evinced a disposition 
to renew the struggle against the further intro- 
duction of slaves into Missouri. At the first 
effort to carry her admission, the House voted 
it down — Yeas, 79 ; Nays, 98. A second at- 
tempt to admit her, on condition that she wonld 
expunge the obnoxious clause (last quoted) of 
her Constitution, was voted down still more de- 
cisively — ^Yeas, 6 ; Nays 146. 

The House now rested, until a joint resolve, 
admitting her with but a vague and ineffective 
qualification, came down from the Senate, where 
it was passed by a vote of 26 to 18 — six Sena- 
tors from Free States in the affirmative. Mr. 
Clay, who had resigned in the recess, and been 
succeeded, as Speaker, by John W. Taylor, of 
New-York, now appeared as the leader of the 
Missouri admissionists, and proposed terms of 
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compromise, which were twice voted down by 
the Northern members, aided by John Randolph 
and three others from the South, who would 
have Missouri admitted without condition or 
qualification. At last, Mr. Clay proposed a Joint 
Committee on this subject, to be chosen by bal- 
lot — which the House agreed to by 101 to 55 ; 
and Mr. Clay became its Chairman. By this 
Committee, it was agreed that a solemn pledge 
should be required of the Legislature of Mis- 
souri that the Constitution of that State should 
not be construed to authorize the passage of 
any Act, and that no Act should be passed, 
** by which any of the citizens of either of the 
States should be excluded from the enjoyment 
of the privileges and immunities to which they 
are entitled under the Constitution of the United 
States.** The Joint Resolution, amended by 
the addition of this proviso, passed the House 
by 86 Yeas to 82 Nays ; the Senate concurred 
(Feb. 27th, 1821,) by 26 Yeas to 16 Nays— (all 
Northern but Macon, of N. C.) ; Missouri com- 
plied with the condition, and became an ac- 
cepted member of the Union. Thus closed the 
last stage of the fierce Missouri Controversy, 
which for a time seemed to threaten— as so many 
other controversies have harmlessly threatened 
— the existence of the Union. 

EXTENSION OF MISSOURI* 

The State of Missouri, as originally organized, 
was bounded on the west by a line already 
specified, which excluded a triangle west of 
said line, and between it and the Missouri, 
which was found, in time, to be exceedingly 
fertile and desirable. It was free soil by the 
terms of the Missouri compact, and was also 
covered by Indian reservations, not to be 
removed without a concurrence of two-thirda 
of the Senate. Messrs. Benton and Linn, Sena* 
tors from Missouri, undertook the difficult task 
of engineering through Congress a bill includ- 
ing this triangle (large enough to form seven 
Counties) within the State of Missouri ; which 
they effected, at the long session of 1835-6, so 
quietly as hardly to attract attention. The bill 
was first sent to the Senate's Committee on the 
Judiciary, where a favorable report was pro- 
cured from Mr. John M. Clayton, of Delaware, 
its Chairman ; and then it was fioated through 
both Houses without encountering the perils of 
a division. The requisite Indian treaties were 
likewise carried through the Senate ; so Missouri 
became possessed of a large and desirable 
accession of territory, which has since become 
one of her most populous and wealthy sections, 
devoted to the growing of hemp, tobacco, etc., 
and cultivated by slaves. This is the most pro- 
Slavery section of the State, in which was 
originated, and was principally sustained, that 
series of inroads into Kansas, corruptions of 
her ballot-boxes, and outrages upon her people, 
which earned for their authors the appellation 
of Border Ruffians, 

THE ANNEXATION OT TEXAS. 

The name of Texas was originally applied to 
a Spanish possession or province, lying betweea 
the Mississippi and the Rio Grande del Norte, 
but not extending to either of these great rivers. 
It was an appendage of the Yiceroyalty of 
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Mexico, but bad very few civilized inhabitants 
do*vn to the time of the separation of Mexico 
from Spain. On two or three occasions, bands 
of French adventurers bad landed on its coast, 
or entered it from the adjoining French colony 
of Louisiana; but they bad uniformly been 
treated as intruders, and either destroyed or 
made prisoners by the Spanish military authori* 
ties. No line had ever been drawn between 
the two colonies ; but the traditional line be- 
tween them, south of the Red River, ran some- 
what within the limits of the present State of 
Louisiana. 

When Louisiana was transferred by France to 
the United States, without specification of 
ooundaries, collisions of claims on this frontier 
was apprehended. General Wilkinson, com- 
manding the United States troops, moved gra* 
dually to the west ; the Spanish comm&ndant in 
Texas likewise drew toward the frontier, until 
they stood opposite each other across what was 
then tacitly settled as the boundary between the 
the two countries. This was never afterward 
disregarded. 

In 1819, Spain and the United States seemed 
on the verge of war. General Jackson had 
twice invaded Florida, on the assumption of 
complicity on the part of ber rulers and people 
— first with our British, then with our savage 
enemies— and had finally overrun, and, in effect, 
annexed \K to the Union. Spain, on the other 
hand, had preyed upon our commerce during 
the long wars in Europe, and honestly owed our 
merchants large sums for unjustifiable seizures 
and foliations. A negotiation for the settle- 
ment of these differences was carried on at 
Washington, between John Quincy Adams, Mr. 
Monroe's Secretary of State, and Don Onis, the 
Spanish embassador, in the course of which Mr. 
Adams set up a claim, on the part of this 
country, to Texas as a natural geographical 
appendage not of Mexico, but of Louisiana. 
This claim, however, he eventually waived and 
relinquished, in consideration of a cession of 
.Florida by Spain to this country— our govern- 
ment agreeing, on its part, to pay the claims of 
cour merchants for spoliations. Texas remained, 
therefore, what it always had been—a depart- 
ment or province of Mexico, with a formal 
quit-claim thereto on the part of the United 
.States. 

The natural advantages of this region in 
ttime attracted the attention of American adven- 
•turers, and a small colony of Yankees was set- 
tled thereon, about 1819-20, by Moses Austin, 
•of Connecticut. Other settlements ifollowed. 
Originally, grants of land in Texas were prayed 
.for, and obtained of the Mexican Government, 
.on the assumption that the petitioners were 
Roman Catholics, persecuted in the United 
States because of their religion, and anxious to 
.find a refuge in some Catholic country. Thus 
all the early emigrants to Texas went pro- 
fessedly as Catholics, no other religion being 
tolerated. 

Slavery was abolished by Mexico soon after 
ihe cousummation of her independence, when 
very few slaves were, or ever had been, in Texas. 
But, about 1834, some years after this event, a 
quiet, but very general, and evidently con- 
certed, emigiHtion, mainly from Tennessee and 



I other southwestern Slates, began to concentrate 
I itself in Texas. The emigrants carried rifles ; 
many of them were accompanied by slaves; 
and it was well understood that they did not 
intend to become Mexicans, much less to relin- 
quish their slaves. When Gen. Sam. Houston 
left Arkansas for Texas, in 1834-5, the LitUe 
Rock Joumalj which announced his exodus and 
destination, significantly added: ** We ahall^ 
doubtless J hear of his raising his flag thert 
shortly,^'* That was a foregone conclusion. 

Of course, the new settlers in Texas did not 
lack pretexts or provocations for such a step. 
Mexico was thea much as she is now, mis- 
governed, turbulent, anarchical, and despotic. 
The overthrow of her Federal Constitution by 
Santa Anna was one reason assigned for the 
rebellion against her authority which broke out 
in Texas. In 18S5, her independence was 
decUred ; in 1836, at the decisive battle of San 
Jacinto, it was, by the rout and capture of the 
Mexican dictator, secured. This triumph was 
won by emigrants from this country almost 
exclusively ; scarcely half a dozen of the old 
Mexican inhabitants participating in the rerolu- 
tion. Santa Anna, while a prisoner, under 
restraint and apprehension, agreed to a peace 
on the basis of the independence of Texas — a 
covenant which he had no power, and probably 
no desire, to give effect to when restored to 
liberty. The Texans, pursuing their advantage, 
twice or thrice penetrated other Mexican pro- 
vinces — Tamaulipas, Coahuila, etc., — and waved 
their Lone-Star flag in defiance on the banks 
of the Rio Grande del Norte ; which position, 
however, they were always compelled soon to 
abandon — once with severe loss. Their govern- 
ment, nevertheless, in reiterating their declara- 
tion of independence, claimed the Rio Grande as 
their western boundary, from its source to its 
mouth, including a large share of Tamaulipas, 
Coahuila, Durango, and by far the more import 
tant and populous portion of New Mexico. And 
it was with this claim, expressly set forth in the 
treaty, that President Tyler and his responsible 
advisers negotiated the first official project of 
annexation, which was submitted to the Senate, 
during the session of 1843-4, and rejected by a 
very decisive vote : only fifteen (mainly South* 
ern) senators voting to confirm it. Col. Benton, 
and others, urged this aggressive claim of 
boundary, as affording abundant reason for the 
rejection of this treaty; but it is not known 
that the Slavery aspect of the case attracted 
especial attention in the Senate. The measure, 
however, had already been publicly eulogized 
by Gen. James Hamilton, of S. C, as cal- 
culated to ** giVe a Gibraltar to the South,*' and 
had, on that ground, secured a very general 
and ardent popularity throughout the Soath- 
West. And, more than a year previously, seve- 
ral northern members of Congress had united in 
the following : 

TO THB PEOPLS OF THB FREE STATES OF THS 

UNION. 

We, the andenlgned, in dosing oar duties to our eon* 
■Utaenti and our couDtcy a» members of the 2Tth( Con- 
gress, feel bound to call, your attention, very bridfly, to 
the project, long eaterts^ned by a portion of the/people 
of these United States, still pertinaciously adl^ered to^ 
and intended soon to be consummated: thb annaxatidM 
or Tkzas to THia Union. In the press of busjiSiflss inci* 
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i«nt to the last days of a session of Congress, we have 
uot time, did we deem It necessary, to enter upon a 
detailed statement of the reasons which force upon our 
minds the conviction that this project iMbyno means 
abandoned : that a large portion of the country, inter- 
ested in the continuance of Domestic Slavery and the 
Slave-trade in these United States, have solemnly and 
unalterably determined iAat it 8mU be meedUy oar- 
ried into execution; and that, by this admusion of new 
Slave Territory and Slave States, the undue aeeend- 
encv of the Slave-holding power in the Goeemment 
Mhau M eecured and riveted beyond all redttnp* 
tion/I 

That It was with these views and Intentions that set- 
tlements were effected in the province, by citisens of the 
United States, difBculties fomented with the Mexican 
Government, a revolt brought about, and an Indepen- 
dent Government declared, cannot now admit of a 
doubt ; and that, hitherto, all attempts of Mexico to re- 
duce her revolted province to obedience have proved 
unsuccessful. Is to be attributed to the unlawful aid and 
assistance of designing and Interested individuals In the 
United States, and the direct and In^rect cooperation 
of our own Government, with Hmilar «ie«o«, Is not the 
less certain and demonstrable. 

The open and repeated enltotment of troops In several 
States of this Union, In aid of the Texan Revolution ; the 
intrusion of an American Army, by order of the JPtesi- 
dent, far into the territory of the Mexican Government, 
at a moment critical for the fate of the insurgents, under 
pretense of preventing Mexican soldiers from fomenting 
Indian disturbances, but in reality in aid of, and acting 
in singular concert and coincidence with, the army of the 
Revolutionists ; the entire neglect of our Government to 
adopt any efficient measures to prevent the most un- 
warrantable aggressions of bodies of our own citisens, 
enlisted, organized and officered within our own borders, 
and marched in arms and battle array upon the terri- 
tory, and against the inliabitants of a friendly govern- 
ment, in aid of freebooters and insurgents, and the pre- 
mature recognition of the Independence of Texas, by a 
snap vote, at the heel of a session of Congress, and that, 
too, at the very session when President Jackson had, by 
special Message, insisted that "the measure would 
be contrary to the policy invariably observed by the 
United States In all similar cases;" would be marked 
with great injustice to Mexico, and pecuLarly liable to 
the darkest suspicions, inoMnuch ae t/i>e T^^ine were 
€Umo8t all emigrants from, the United States^ akd 

SOUGHT TBB RECUGNITIOM OF THRIR IMDKl>li:KDKNCK WITH TUK 
AVOWKD PDRP08K OF OBTAIHIMG TBfiia AVHBXkTlOV TO THB 

Umitko Statkb. These occurrences are too well known 
and too fresh in the memory of all, to need more 
than a passing- notice. These have become matters 
of history. For fui-ther evidence upon all these and 
other important points, we refer to the memorable 
speech of John Quincy Adams, delivered In the House of 
Representatives during the morning hour in June and 
July, 1888, and to his address to his constituents, de- 
livered at Braintree, 17th September, 1842. 

The open avowal of the Texans themselves — the fre- 
quent and anxious negotiations of our own Government 
—the , resolutions of various States of the Union— the 
numerous declarations of members of Congress — ^the 
tone of the Southern press— as well as the direct applica- 
tion of the Texan Government, make it imposeibU for 
any man to doubt, that ahhsx ation, and the formation 
of several new Slaveholding States, were originally the 
policy and design of the Slaveholding States and the 
Kxecutlve of the Nation. 

The same reference will show, very conclusively, that 
the particular olt^ecta of this new acquisition of Slave 
Territory were thu psrpktuatiom or Slavbbt and thh 

OONTIHUKD ASCBHDBNCr OP THB SlAVB PoWBKB. 

The following extracts flrom a Report on that subject, 
adopted by the Legislature of Mississippi, from a mass 
of similar evidence which might be adduced, will show 
with what viewe the annexation was then urged : 

" Bat we hasten to suggest the importance of the annexation 
of Texas to this BepubUo upon grounds somewhat local In 
their complexion, but of an import inHnltely grave and Inter- 
esilng to the people who inhabit the Southern portion of this 
Confederacy, where it Is known that a specie« of domestic 
Slavery la tolerated and protected by law, whose existence is 
prohibUed by the legal regulations of other States of this Con- 
federacy ; which system of Slavery is held by aU, who are 
famUlarly acquainted widi Its practical effects, to be^ htgUy 
ie$ujkitd infUimet to the emutlry witkUt teheee Uamtt it i» per- 

WUtLsd to KBUt. 

" The Committee feel authorized to say that this system is 
cherished by our constituents as tk^wrypattadivm of their 
protperUy and hofpimesa, and whatever ignorant fiuiatics may 
elsewhere conjecture, the Committee are fully assured, upon 
the most diligent observation and refleetton on the subject, that 
thcSouthdo«$notpoteea$wUkUk$rUmitBa bUming with which 



the affedioru of her people are ao doady entwined and eo edm- 
pMidu enfibred, and whose value is more highly appreciated, 
than iliat which we are now oonsidenog. 

• • • • •• • • 

** It may not be improper here to remark that, during the 
last session of Congress, when a Senator from MissiBsippl pro- 

{)Ofied the acluiowiedgmeut of Texan independence, it was 
bund, with a few excepiions, the nienibera qf that body were 
readg to take ground upon i<, aa upon the aulijeot o/ Slavery 

*' With all these fkcts before us, we do not hesitate In be- 
lieving that these feelings influenced the New KngUuid Sena- 
tors, but one voting in favor of the measiire ; and. Indeed, Mr. 
Webster had been bold enough, in a public speech recently 
delivered in New-York, to many tliouaand citizens, to declare 
Uiat the reason tiiat inHuenced ms opposition was liis abhor- 
rence of Slavery in the South, and that it might, in the event of 
its recognition, become a slaveholding State. He also spoke 
of the efforts making In favor of Abolition ; and that, being pre- 
dicated upon and aided by the powerful influence of religious 
feeling, it would become irresistible and overwhelming. 

** This language, coming fromeo disilnguished an individual 
as Mr. Webster, so familiar with the feelings of the North and 
entertaining so high a respect for public sentiment in New 
England, speaks so plainly the voice of the North as not to be 
misunderstood. 

" We sincerely hope there Is enough good sense and genuine 
love of country anu)ng our fellow-countrymen of the Northern 
States, to aecure ua Jinal Juattee on thia avlject ; yet we cannot 
consider it safe or expedient for the people of the South to en- 
tirely disregard ihe efforts of the fanatUM, and the opinions of 
such men as Webster, and others who countenance such dan- 
gerous doctrines. 

" Ihe Northern Btatea home no inlereata of thtir men which 
require any apecial safeguards for their defense, save only 
their domestic mantifiMstures : and Ood knows they have 
already received protection from Government on a most 
Uberal scale : under which encouragement they have im- 
proved and flourished beyond example. The SovOi has very 
peeuiiar inleresta to preagrve ; interests already violently ss- 
sailed and boldly threatened. 

'* Your CommiUee are /uUy perauaded that (his protection to 
her beat inleresta uiU be tufforaed by the annaxation qf Texaa ; 
an eqwipoiae <^ infiaenoe in the holla p^ Congreaa wVl he aecwedt 
whim wiU/umith va apiarmanad guaranty t/proteation.^^ 

The speech of Mr. Adams, exposing the whole system 
of duplicity and perfidy toward Mexico, had marked the 
conduct of our Government; and the emphatic expressions 
of opposition which began to come up fi'om all parties In 
the Free States, however, for a time, nearly silenced the 
clamors of the South for annexation, and the people of 
the North have been lulled into the belief that the pro- 
ject Is nearly. If not wholly abandoned, and that, at 
least, there is now no serious danger of its consumma- 
tion. 

Believing this to be KfaZae and dnngerouB eectirity ; 
that the project has never been abandoned a moment, 
by its originators and abettors, but that It has been d» 
ferred for a more favorable moment for Its accomplisly 
ment, we refer to a few evidences of more recent de- 
velopment upon which this opinion is founded. 

The last Election of President of the Republic of Texas, 
Is understood to have turned, mainly^ upon the question 
of annexation or no annexation, and the candidate 
favorable to that measure was successful by an over- 
whelming majority. The sovereign States of Alabama, 
Tennessee, and Mississippi, have recently adopted Reso- 
lutions, some, if not all of them, unanimously, in favor 
of annexation, and forwarded them to Congress. 

The Hon. Henry A. Wise, a member of Congress fh)m 
the District in which our present Chief Ma^trate resided 
when elected Vice-President, and who Is understood to 
be more intimately acquainted with the views and de- 
signs of the present administration than any other mem- 
ber of Congress, most distinctly avowed his desire for, 
and expectation of annexation, at the last session of 
Congress. Among other things, he said, in a speech 
delivered January 26, 1849: 

" True, if Iowa be added on the one side, Florida will be 
added on the other. But there the equation must stop. Let 
one more Northern State be admitted, and the equilibrium is 
gone— gone forever. The AaioncB c/ intereria is gone— the aafa- 
guofdot Amerieaa property— of the American Constitutiou^ 
of the American Union, vanished into thin air. Thia mttat 6e 
the inevikjMe reauU, wnteaa by a treaty with Mexico, the Sooth 

GAK AOD BOBB WBIGBT TO BXB XBD OP TBS LKVKR ? Let the 

South atop at the Sabine, (the eastern boundary of Texas,) while 
the North may spread unehecked beyond the Rocky Moun- 

lahU ABD TBB SOUtHBBir SOALB MOST XIGX TBB BBAM." 

Tlndlng difficttlUes, perhaps, in the way of a cession by 
Treaty, in another speech delivered In April, 1842, on a 
motion made by Mr. linn, of New-York, to strike out the 
salary of the Minister to Mexico, on the ground that the 
design of the Bxbcotivb, In making the appointment, 
was to aooompllsh the annexation of Texas, Mr. Wise 
said, " he earnestly hoped and trusted that the President 
was as desirous (of annexation) as he was represented to 
be. We may well suppose the President to be in favor of 
it, as every wise statesman must be who Is not governed 
by fanaticism, or local sectional prejudices.*' 
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He said of Texas, that — 

" While she was, as a State, weak and almost powerless ht 
resisting invasion, she was herself irresistible as an invading 
and a conquering power. She had but a sparse population, 
and neither men nor money of her own, to ridse and equip an 
army for her own defense ; but let her once raise the flag of 
foreign conquestp— let her once proclaim a crnsade against the 
rich States to the south of her— and in a moment volunteers 
would flock to her standard In crowds from aU the States in the 
great volley of the lHMiw<f>f>i— men of enterprise and Vftlor. be- 
fore wliom no Mexican troops could stand for an hour. They 
would leave their own towns, arm themselves, and travel on 
their own cost, and would come up in thousands, to plant the 
lone star of the Texan banner on the Mexiean capitoL Thev 
would drive Sfinta Anna to the South, and in boundless wealth 
of captured towns, and rifled churches, and a laxy, vicious, 
and luxurious priesthood, would soon enable Texas, to pay her 
soldiery, and redeem her State debt, and push her victorious 
arms to the very shores of the Paiciflc. And would not all 
this extend the bounds of Slavery f Tea, the result would be, 
that, before another quarter of a eentury, the extension of 
Slavery would not stop short of the Western Ocean. We had 
but two cUtemaHvee be/ore ve ; either to receive Texas into our 
fratemUy o/StcUea, ana (Aim make her our oum^ or to leave tier to 
oonquer MeaoieOt and become our most dangerous and formidable 
rival. 

*' To talk of restrainhig the people of the great Valley trom 
emigrating to join her armies, was all in vain ; and it was 
equally vain to calculate on their defeat by any Mexican 
forces, aided by England or not. They had gone once already ; 
it wu they that conquered Santa Anna at San Jacinto ; and 
three-fourths of tiiest, after winning that glorious field, had 
peaceably returned to their homes. But once set before them 
ue conquest of the rich Mexican provinces, and you might as 
well attempt to stop the wind. This Government might send 
its troops to the frontier, to turn them back, and they would 
ran over them like a herd of bufl'alo. 

"Nothing could keep these booted loafers from rushing 
on, ttU they kicked the Spanish priests out of the temples they 
profaned." 

Mr. Wise proceeded to Insist that a majority of the people of 
the United States were in favor of the annexation ; at all 
events, he would risk it with the Democracy of the North. 

** Sir," said Mr. Wise, " It is not only the duty of the Govern- 
ment to demand the liquidation of our claims, and the libera- 
tion of our citizens, but to go further, and demand the non- 
Invasion (tf Texas. Shall we sit still while the standard of in- 
surrection is raised on our borders, and let a horde of skn>e$^ 
and Indians and Mexioans roll up to the boundary line <tfArkan- 
eas and Louieiana f No. It is our duty at once to say to 
Mexico, ' If you strike Texas^ you strike us ;' and If England, 
standing by, should dare to intermeddle, and ask, ' Do you 
take part vnth Texas /' his prompt answer should be, ' Yes, and 
against you.' 

'^ Such, he wouid let gentlemen know, was the spirit of ihe whole 
people of the great vailey of the West. ' ' 

Several other members of Congress, In the same debate, 
expressed similar views and desires, and they are still 
more firequently expressed In conversation. 

The Hon« Thomas W. Gilmer, a member of Congress 
fh>m Yirginda, and formerly a Governor of that State, 
numbered as one of the ** Guard," and of course onder- 
itood to be in the counsels of the Cabinet, in a letter 
bearing date the 10th day of January last, originally de- 
signed as a private and confidential letter to a friend, 
gives it as his deliberate opinion, after much examination 
and reflection, that Tkxas will bb amnbxbi) to thb 
Union ; and he enters into a specious argtiment, and pre- 
sents a variety of reasons in favor of the measure. He 
says, among other things : 

** Having acquired Louisiana and Florida, we have an in- 
terest and a frontier on the Gulf of Mexico, and along our in- 
terior to the Pacific, which will not permit us to close our eyes, 
or fold our arms, with indifference to the events which a few 
years may disclose iu that quarter. We have already had one 
question of boundary with Texas ; other questions must soon 
arise, under our revenue laws, and on other points of neces- 
sary intercourse, which It will be difllcult to adjust. The insti- 
tutions of Texas, and her r^aHons teith other govertunents, are 
yet in tJtat condition tohieh indines her people {who are our own 
oomdrymen,) to unite their dektinies teitA ours. This miist Bfi 
DONB sooir, OR NOT AT AU.. 7*iiere Ore numerous tribes of In- 
dians along bothfrontiefs, which can easily become the cause or 
the instntment of border tranj." 

None can be so blind noto, as not to know that the real 
design and object of the South is, to ** add nbw wbioht 
TO HBB BND OF THB LBTBR." It WBS upon that groond 
that Mr. Webster placed his opposition, In his speech on 
that subject in New-Yorlc, in March, 1887. In that speech, 
after stating that he saw insarmonntable objections to 
the annexaUon of Texas, that the purchase of Louisiana 
and Florida fUmished no precedent for it, that the oases 
were not parallel, and that no such policy or necessity 
as led to that, required the annexation of Texas, he said : 

" Gentlemen, we all see, that by whomsoever possessed, 
Texas is Ukelv to be a slaveholding country ; and I firankly 
avow my entire unwillingness to do anything which shall 
extend the Slavery of the ^xrican race on this continent, or add 
other slaveholding fitates to the Union. When I say that I 
regard Slavery as in itself a great moral, social, and political 
evU, I only use language which has been adopted by distin- 
guished men, themselves citizens of Slaveholding States. I 
shall do nothing, therefore, to fhvor or encourage its fhrther 
extension.** 



In eonelnrion he said : 

" I see, therefore, no political necessity Ibr the annexatim 
of Texas to the Union ; no advantages to be derived from it , 
and objections to it of a strong, and. In my Judgment, decisive 
character. 

" I believe it to be for the interest and happiness of the 
whole Union, to remain aa it is, without diminution and without 
addition." 

To prevent the snceese of this nefsrloos project— to 
preserve ft-om such gross violation the Constitution of onr 
country, adopted expressly " to 96our6 ihe bleaHngs of 
liberty,*^ and not the perpetuation of Slavery — and to 
prevent the speedy and violent dissolution of the Union 
— we invite you to unite, without distinction of party, in 
an immediate expression of your views on this subject, 
in such manner as yon may deem best calculated t« 
answer the end proposed. 



Nathavibl B. Bordbk, 
Thomas C. Ghittbndbn, 
John Mattocks, 
Chbistophbh Mobgah, 
Joshua M. Howard, 
Yictobt Bibdsbtb, 



John Quinct Adams, 
Sbth M. Gatxs, 

WiLUAM SLADB, 

William B. Calhoun, 
Joshua R. Giddinob, 
Shbblock J. Andrbws, 

HiLAHD Hall. 

Washington, March 8rcf, 164S. 

[NoTB.— The above address was drawn up by Hon. Seth K. 
Gates, of New-Tork, at the suggestion of John Qnincy Adams, 
and sent to members of Congress at their residences, aftet 
the close of the session, for their signatures. Many more thar 
the above approved heartily of its positions and objects, 
and would have signed it, but Ibr its premature publica- 
tion, through mistake. Mr. Whithrop, oi Mass., was one d 
these, with Gov. Briggs, of coarse ; Mr. Fillmore declined 
signing it] 

The letters of Messrs. Clay and Van Baren, 
taking ground against annexation, without the 
consent of Mexico, as an act of bad faith and 
aggression, which would necessarily result in 
war, which appeared in the spring of 1844, 
make slight allusions, if any, to the Slavery 
aspect of the case. In a later letter, Mr. Clay 
declared that he did not oppose annexation on 
account of Slavery, which he regarded as a 
temporary institution, which, therefore, ought 
not to stand in the way of a permanent acquisi- 
tion. And, though Mr. Clay^s last letter on the 
subject, prior to the election of 1844, reiterated 
and emphasized all his objections to annexation 
under the existing circumstances, he did not in- 
clude the existence of Slavery. 

The defeat of Mr. Yan Buren, at the Balti- 
more Nominating Convention — Mr. Polk being 
selected in his stead, by a body which had been 
supposed pledged to renominate the ex-Presi- 
dent— excited considerable feeling, especially 
among the Democrats of New-York. A number 
of their leaders united in a letter, termed the 
"Secret Circular,*' advising their brethren, 
while they supported Polk and Dallas, to be 
careful to vote for candidates for Congress who 
would set their faces as a flint against annexa- 
tion, which was signed by 

Gbobgb p. Barkbb, David Dudley Fibld, 

William C. Brtant, Thbodobb Sbdowick, 
J. W. Edmonds, Thomas W. Tuckbb, 

Isaac Townabnd. 

Silas Wright, then a Senator of the United 
States, and who, as such, had opposed the 
Tyler Treaty of Annexation, was now run 
for Governor, as the only man who could carry 
the State of New-York for Polk and Dallas. In 
a democratic speech at Skaneateles, N. Y., Mr. 
Wright had recently declared that he could 
never consent to Annexation on any terms 
which would give Slavery an advantage over 
Freedom. This sentiment was reiterated and 
amplified in a great Convention of the Demo- 
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eracv, which met at Herkimer, in the autumn of 
this year. 

The contest proceeded with great earnestness 
throughout the Free States, the supporters of 
Polk and of Birney (the Abolition candidate 
for President), fully agreeing in the assertion 
that Mr. Glay*s position was equally favorable to 
Annexation with Mr. Polkas. Mr. Birney in a 
letter published on the eve of the Election, de- 
clared that he regarded Mr. Clay's election as 
more favorable to Annexation than Mr. Polk's, 
because, while equally inclined to fortify and 
extend Slavery, he possessed more ability to 
influence Congress in its favor. 

Before this time, but as yet withheld from, 
and unknown to, the public, Mr. Calhoun, now 
President Tyler's Secretary of State, and an 
early and powerful advocate of Annexation, had 
addressed to Hon. Wm. R. King, our Embassa- 
dor at Paris, an official dispatch from which we 
make the following extracts : 

MB. CALHOUN TO MR. KINO. 

Dkpabtmbmt or Statb, { 
WasMrifftan^ August 18, 1844. ) 

Sir— I have laid your dlayatch. No. 1, before the 
President, who instructs me to make known to you that 
be has read it with much pleasure, especiiUly the portion 
which relates to your cordial reception by the King, and 
his assurance of friendly feelings toward the United 
States. The President, in particular, hij^ly appreciates 
the declaration of the King, that in no event, would any 
steps be taken by his goyemment in the slightest degree 
•hostile, or which would give to the United States just cause 
of complaint. It was the more gratifying from the fSftCfc, 
that our previous information was calculated to make 
the impression that the government of France was pre- 
pared to unite with Great Btitain in a joint protest 
against the annexation of Texas, and a Joint effort to 
induce her Government to withdraw the proposition to 
annex, on condition that Mexico should be made to 
acknowledge her independence. He is happy to infer 
from your dispatch that the information, so far as it 
relates to France, is in all probability without founda- 
tion. You did not go further than you ought, in assur- 
ing the King that the object of Annexation would be 
pursued with unabated vigor, and in giving your opinion 
that a decided majority of the American people were in 
its favor, and that it would certainly be annexed at no 
distant day. I feel confident that your anticipation will 
be ftally realieed at no distant period. 

Every day will tend to weaken that combination of 
political causes which led to the opposition of the 
measure, and to strengthen the conviction that it was 
Dot only expedient, but Just and necessary. 

But to descend to particulars: it is certain that 
while England, like France, desires the independence of 
Texas, with the view to commercial connections, it is not 
less so that one of the leading motives of England for 
desiring it, is the hope that, throu|^ her diplomacy and 
influence, Negro Slavery may be abolished there, and 
ultimately, by consequence, in the United States and 
throughout the whole of this continent. That its ultimate 
abolition throughout the entire continent is an object 
ardently desired by her, we have decisive proolii in the 
declaration of the Earl of Aberdeen, delivered to this 
Department, and of which you will find a copy among 
the documents transmitted to Congress with the Texan 
treaty. That she desires its abolition in Texas, and has 
used her influence and diplomacy to effect it Uiere, the 
same document, with the correspondence of this Depart- 
ment with Mr. Packenham, also to be found among the 
documents, furnishes proof not less conclusive. That 
one of the objects of abolishing it there is to facilitate 
its abolition in the United btates, and throughout the 
continent, is manifest from the declaration of the Aboli- 
tion party and societies both in this country and in Eng- 
land. In fact, there Is good reason to believe that the 
scheme of abolishing it in Texas, with a view to its abo- 
lition in the United States, and over the continent, orlgl- 
nated with the prominent members of the party in the 
United States ; and was first broached by them in the 
(so called) World's Convention, held In London in the 
year 1840, and through its agency brought to the notice 
•f the British Governments 

Now, I hold, not only that France can have no interest 



In the consummation of this grand scheme, which Eng- 
land hopes to accomplish through Texas, if she can 
defeat the Annexation, but that her interests, and those 
of all the Continental powers of Europe are directly and 
deeply opposed to it. 



The election of James K. Polk as President, 
and George M. Dallas as Vice-President, (Nov. 
1844) having virtually settled, affirmatively, the 
question of aonexing Texas, the XXYIIIth 
Congress commenced its second session at * 
Washington, on the 2d of December, 1844 — Mr. 
John Tyler being still acting President up to 
the end of the Congress, March 4th following. 

Dee, 19. — Mr. John B. Weller, (then member 
from Ohio) by leave, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion, No. 61, providing for the annexation of 
Texas to the United States, which he moved to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. E. S. Hamlin, of Ohio, moved a reference 

of said resolve to a Committee ui' one from each 

State, with instructions to report 

Whether the annexation of Texas would not extend 
and perpetuate Slavery in the Slave States, and also, the 
internal Slave-trade; and whether the United States 
Government has any Constitutional power over Slaverv 
in the Statee, either to perpetuate It there, or to do U 

The question on commitment was insisted 
upon, and first taken — Yeas, 109 (Democrats) ; 
Nays, 61 (Whigs) ; whereupon it was held that 
Mr. Hamlin's amendment was defeated, and the 
original proposition alone committed. 

January lOth, 1846. — Mr. John P. Hale, of 
New-Hampshire, (then a Democratic Represen- 
tative, now a Republican Senator) proposed the 
following as an amendment to any act or resolve 
contemplating the annexation of Texas to this 
Union : 

Provided^ That immediately after the question of 
boundary between the United States of America and 
Mexico shall have been definitively settled by the two 
Governments, and before any State formed out of the 
Territory of Texas shall be admitted into the Union, the 
said Territory of Texas shall be divided as follows, to 
wit : beginning at a point on the Gulf of Mexico, midway 
between the Northern and Southern boundaries thereof 
on the coast ; and thence by a line running in a North- 
westerly direction to the extreme boundary thereof, so 
as to divide the same as nearly as possible into two 
equal part«, and in that portion of said Territory lying 
South and West of the line to be run as aforesaid, there 
shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, other- 
wise than in the punishmentof crimes, whereof the party 
shall have been duly conidcted. 

And provided farther^ That this provision shall be 
considered as a compact between the people of the 
United States and the people of the said Territory, and 
forever remain unalterable, unless by the consent of 
three-fourths of the States of the Union. 

Mr. Hale asked a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer it now, and have it printed 
and committed. Refused — ^Yeas, 92 (not two- 
thirds) ; Nays, 81. 

Tea»^-IiX\ the Whip^s* and most of the Demo- 
crats from the Free States, with Messrs. Duncan 
L. Clinch and Alexander H. Stephens,* of Greorgia, 
and George W. Summers, of Virginia. 

jVay« — All the members from Slave States,' 

except the above, with the following from Free 

States : 

Maihb.— Sheppard Cary— 1. 

Nkw-Hampsuikb.— Edmund Burke, Moses Norris, Jr.— 2. 
Nkw-York.— James G. Clinton, Selah B. Strong— 2. 
pBKMBTLVAHiA. — James Black, Richard Brodhead, 
H. D. Foster, Joeeph R. IngerwoU^ Michael H, Jenke—^, 
Ohio.— Joseph J. McDowell— 1. 
ijfDiAVA.— Wm. J. Brown, J. W. Davis, John Pettit— & 

* Except the two here given in Ilalie$, 
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iLUVOis.— Orlando B. Ficklin, Joseph P. Hoge, Robert 
ftpaith— 4. 
Toua Democrat* from Free SUtea, 17. 

December 12M. — Mr. C. J. Ingersoll, of Penn- 
sylvania, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
reported a Joint Resolution for annexing Texas 
to the Union, which was committed and dis- 
cussed in Committee of the Whole from time to 
lime, through the next month. 

January 1th, — ^Mr. J. P. Hale presented re- 
solves of the Legislature of Kew-Hampshire, 
thoroughly in favor of Annexation, and silent 
on the subject of Slavery, except as follows : 

Jietohfedf That we agree with Mr. Clay, that the re- 
annexation of Texas wUl add more Free than Blave 
Slates to the Union ; and that it would be unwise to re- 
fuse a permanent acquisition, which wiil exist as long as 
the globe remaine, on account of a temporary institution. 

January Idtk. — ^Mr. Cave Johnson, of Ten- 
nessee, moved that all further debate on this 
subject be closed at 2 p.m. on Thursday next. 
Carried— Yeas, 136; Nays, 67; (nearly all the 
Nays from Slave States.) 

January 2oth, — The debate, after an exten- 
sion of time, was. at length brought to a close, 
aud the Joint Aesolution taken out of Commit- 
tee, and reported to the House in the following 
form ; ( that portion relating to Slavery, havins: 
been added in Committee, on motion of Mr. 
MiltoD Brown, (Whig) of Tennessee: 

Be9oUoed^ by (he Senate and Souee of Bepresenta- 
Uves in Oongreea aeeembied. That Congress doth eon- 
sent that the Territory properly included wlthhi, and 
rightfully belongiog to, the Republic of Texas, may be 
erected into a new State, to be called the State of Texas, 
with a republican form of Oorernment, to be adopted by 
the people of said KepubUc, by deputies in Convention 
assembled, with the consent of the existing Government, 
in Older that the same may be admitted as one of the 
States of this Union. 

2. And be it further resolved^ Tliat the foregoing con- 
sent of Congress is given upon the following conditions, 
aud \irith the follow.ng guaranties, to wit: 

First. Urnd State to be formed, subject to the adjust- 
ment by this Government of all questions of boundary 
that may arise with other governments ; and the Con- 
stitution thereof, with the proper evidence of its adoption 
by the people of said Republic of Texas, shall be trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States, to be laid 
before Congress for its final action, on or before the Ist 
day of January, 1848. 

Becond. Said State, when admitted . into the Union, 
after ceding to the United States all public ediflces,forti- 
fications, barracks, ports and harbors, navy and navy- 
yards, docks, magazines, arms, armaments, and all other 
property and means pertaining to the public defense, 
belonging to the said Republic of Texas, shall retain all 
the public funds, debts, taxes, and dues of every kind 
which may belong to, or be due or owing said Republic ; 
and shall also retain all the vacant and unappropriated 
lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the pay- 
ment of debts and liabilities of said Republic of Texas ; 
and the residue of said lands, after discharging said debts 
and liabilities, to be dtoposed of as said State may direct : 
but in no evrmt are said debts and liabilities to become 
a charge upon the United States. 

Third. New States of convenient size, not exceeding 
four in number, in addition to said State of Texas, and 
having sufficient popttlation,may hereafter,by the consent 
of said State, be formed out of the Territory thereof, 
which shall be entitled to admission under the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution. And such States as may be 
formed out of that portion of said Territoi7, lying south 
of thurty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, com- 
monly known as the Missouri Compromise line, shall be 
admitted into the Union, with, or without Slavery, as the 

Seople of each State asking admission may desire ; and 
I such State or States as shall be formed out of said 
Territory, north of said Missouri Compromise line. 
Slavery or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall 
be prohibited. 

Mr. Cave Johnson, of Tennessee, moved the 
previous question, which the House seconded-— 
Yeas, 113 ; Nay.s, 106— and then the amendment 



aforesaid was agreed to— Teas, 118; Nays, 
101. 

Yeas — 114 Democrats, and Messrs. Milton 
Brown, of Tennessee ; James Dellet, of Alabama; 
and Duncan L. Clinch, and Alexander H. 
Stephens, of Georgia, (4) Southern Whigs. 

liays — all the Whigs present from Free States 
with all from Slave Slates, but the four just 
named ; with the following Democrats from 
Free States: 

BfAiHB.— Robert P. Dunlap, Hannibal Hamlin— 8. 

Vermont.— Paul Dillingham, jr.— 1. 

^KW-HAMi>raiR«.~«John P. Hale— 1. 

CoNNKCTicoT. — Georges. Catlin— l. 

New- York —Joseph U. Anderson, Charles Su Benton, 
Jeremiah K Carey, Amasa Dana, Richard D. Davis, 
Byram Green, I'reston King, Smith M. Purdy, George 
Rathbun, Orville Robinson, David L. Seymour, Lemuel 
Stetson— 12. 

Oqio. — Jacob BrlnckerhoflT, William C. McCanslen, 
Joseph Morris, Henry St. John— 4. 

MiCHiOAM.— James B. Hunt, Robert McClelland— S. 

Total Democrats from Free States, 28. 

Total Whigs from Free and Slave States, 78. 

The House then ordered the whole proposi- 
tion to a third rea,ding forthwith — Yeas, 120 ; 
Nays, 97 — and passed it. Yeas, 120; Nays, 98. 

}Va«— all the Democrats from Slave States, 
and all the DenuMrats from Free States, except 
as above ; with Messrs. Duncan L. Clinch, MU- 
ton Brown, James Dellet, Willoughby Newton, 
of Virginia, (who therefrom turned Democrat), 
and Alexander H. Stephens of Georgia, (now 
Democrat), from Slave States. 

Nays — all the Whigs from Free States ; all 
those from Slave States except as above ; with 
28 Democrats from Free States. 

So the resolve passed the House, and was 
sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

In Senate, several attempts to originate action 
in favor of Annexation were made at this ses- 
sion, but nothing came of them. 

February 2ith. — The joint resolution afore- 
said from the House was taken up for con- 
sideration by 80 Yeas to 11 Nays (aU Northern 
Whigs). On the 27th, Mr. Walker, of Wiscon- 
sin, moved to add an alternative proposition, 
contemplating negotiation as the means of 
effecting the meditated end. 

Mr. Foster, (Whig) of Tennessee, proposed 

That the State of Texas, and such other States as may 
be formed out of that portion of the present Territory of 
Texas, lying south of thhrty-cix degrees thirty minutes 
north latitude, commonly known as the Missouri Com- 
promise line, shall be admitted into the VtAon with or 
without Slavery, as the people of each State, so horeafter 
asking admission, may deure. 

On which the question was taken. Yeas, (all 
Whigs but 8) 18 ; Nays, 84. 

Yariaus amendments were proposed and voted 

down. Among them, Mr. Foster, of Tenn., 

moved an express stipulation that Slavery should 

be tolerated in all States formed out of the 

Territory of Texas, south of the Missouri line 

of 86^ 80'. Rejected — Yeas, 16 (Southern 

Whigs, and Sevier, of Arkansas) ; Nays, 33. 

Mr. Miller, of N. J., moved that the existence of Sla- 
very be forever prohibited in the northern and northwest- 
ern part of said Territory, west of the lOUth degree of 
latitude west from Greenwich, so as to divide, as equally 
as may be, the whole of the annexed country between 
Slaveholding and Non-Slaveholding States. 

Yeas, 11 ; all Northern Whigs, except Mr. 
Crittenden, Ky. Nays, 83. 

The vote in the Senate on the joint resolution 
for Annexation stood, Yeas, 26, all Demo- 
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crate but 8 ; Nays, 25, (all Whigs). In the 
House, Yeas 184, all Democrats but 1 : Navs, 77, 
(all Whigs). 

THK WILVOT PROVISO. 

Texas having been annexed during the sum- 
mer of 1845, in pursuance of the joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress, a portion 
of the United States Army, under Gen. Taylor, 
was, early in the spring of 1846, moved down 
to the east bank of the Rio Grande del Norte, 
claimed by Texas as her western boundary, but 
not so regarded by Mexico. A hostile collision 
ensued, resulting in war between the United 
States and Mexico. 

It was early thereafter deemed advisable that 
a considerable sum should be placed by Con- 
gress at the President's disposal to negotiate an 
advantageous Treaty of Peace and Limits with 
the Mexican Government. A message to this 
effect was submitted by President Polk to Con- 
gress, August Sth, ] 846, and a bill in accord- 
ance with its suggestions laid before the House, 
which preceded to consider the subject in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The bill appropriating 
$30,000 for immediate use in negotiations with 
Mexico, and placing |2,0<)0,000 more at the 
disposal of the President, to be employed in 
making peace, Mr. David Wilmot, of Pa., after 
consultation with other Northern Democrats, 
offered the following Proviso, in addition to the 
first section of the bill : 

Providsdj That as an express and fandamental con- 
dition to the acquisition of any territory from the Repub- 
lic of Mexico by the United States, by virtue of any treaty 
which mny be negotiated between them, and to the use 
by the Executive of the moneys herein appropriated, 
neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever exist 
in any part of said Territory, except for crime, whereof 
tlie party shall be first duly convicted. 

This proviso was carried in Committee, by the 
strong vote of eighty-three to sixty-four — only 
three Members (Democrats) from the Free- 
States, it was said, opposing it. (No record is 
made of individual votes in Committee of the 
Whole.) The bill was then reported to the 
House, and Mr. Rathbun, of N. Y., moved the 
previous question on its engrossment. 

Mr. Tibbatts, of Ky., moved that it do lie on 
the table. Defeated — Teas, 79 ; (Stephen A. 
Douglas, John A. McClemand, John Pettit, 
and Robert C. Schenck, voting with the South 
4o lay on the table ;) Nays 93 ; ( Henry Grider 
ftnd William P. Thomasson, of Ky. (Whtgs) 
▼oting with the North against it. 

The bill was then engrossed for its third 
heading by Teas B5, Nays, 80 ; and thus passed 
without further division. A motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table— Teas, 71 ; Nays, 8.3. 
Bo the bill was passed and sent to the Senate, 
where Mr. Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, moved 
that the Proviso above cited be stricken out ; 
on which debate arose, and Mr. John Davis of 
Mass., was speaking when, at noon of August 
10th, the time fixed for acyournment having 
arrived, both Houses adjourned without day. 

The XXXth Congress assembled Dec. 6, 1847. 
Feb. 28th 1848, Mr. Putnam of New-Tork 
moved the following : I 

Wheraas. In the settlement of the difficoltics pencUng 
between this country and Mexico, territory may be ac- 
quired in which Slavery does not now exist. 



And tohwetuif Congress, !n the organization of a terri- 
torial government, at an early period of our political his- 
tory, established a principle worthy of imitation in all 
future time, forbidding the existence of Slavery in free 
territory; Therefore, 

BeswvBd^ That in any Territory, that may he ac- 
qnired from Mexico, over which snail be established 
territorial governments, Slavery, or involnntary servi- 
tude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof the 
party shall have been duly convicted, shall be forever 
prohibited ; and that in any act or resolution establish- 
ing Boeh governments, a fundamental provision ought to 
be Inserted to that effect. 

Mr. R. Brodbead, of Penn., moved that this 
resolution lie on the table. Carried : Teas, 105 ; 
Nays, 93. 

Yeas — all the members from Slave States, 
but John W. Houston (Whig), of Delaware, 
with the following from Free States (all Demo- 
crats but Levin) : 

MAurK.— Asa W. H. Clapp, Franklin Clark, Jas. S. 
Wiley, Hesekiah Wimam8-<1 

Nkw-Yohk. — Ausburn Birdsall, David 8. Jackson^. 
Frederick W. Lord, William B. Maclay— 4. 

Purv8TLVANiA.-~Richard Brodhead, Charles Brown, 
Lewie 0. Levinj Job Man— 4. 

Oaic— William Kennon, Jr., John K. Miller, Thomas 
Richey, WilUam Sawyer— 4. 

iKDiAHA.— Charles W. Cathcart, Thomas J. Henley, 
John Pettit, John L. Robinson, William W. Wick— 6. 

Illinois.— Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand, 
William A. Richardson, Robert Smith, Thomas J. 
Turner— 6. 

Naye-'fiW the Whigs and a large majority of 
the Democrats from Free States, with John W. 
Houston aforesaid. 

This vote terminated all direct action in 
favor of the Wilmot Proviso for that Session. 

July 18th. — In Senate, Mr. Clayton, of Del, 
from the Select Committee to which was re- 
ferred, on the 12th inst., the bill providing a ter- 
ritorial government for Oregon, reported a bill 
to establish Territorial governments for Oregon, 
New Mexico, and California, which was read. 
(It proposed to submit all questions as to the 
rightful existence or extent of Slavery in the 
Territories to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States.) 

Julyy 24th.~ Second reading. Mr. Baldwin, 
of Conn., moved to strike out so much of said 
bill as relates, to California and New Mexico. 
Rejected : Teas, 17 (Northern Free Soil men of 
both parties) ; Nays, 87. 

The bill was discussed through several suc- 
ceeding days. On the 26th, Mr. Clarke, of R. 
I., moved to add to the 6th section : 

Provided^ however. That no law, regalatlon, or act 
of the provisional government of said Territory permit- 
ting Slavery or involuntary servitude therein shall be 
valid, until the same shall be approved by Congress." 

Rejected: Teas, 19 [Col. Benton, and 18 
Northern Freesoilers of both parties] ; Nays, 83. 

Mr. Reverdy Johnson, of Md., moved to 
amend the bill by inserting : 

Except only, that in ail cases of title to slaves, the 
said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and de- 
cided by the said Supreme Court without regard to the 
value of the matter, property, or title in controversy ; 
and exc^t, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall 
also be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United 
SUtes flrom the decision of the said Supreme Court cre- 
ated by this act, or of any Judge thereof, or of the dis- 
trict Courts created by this act, or of any judge upon 
any writ of habeas corpus involving the question of per- 
sonal freedom. 

Carried; Teas, 81 (all sorts); Nays, 19 (all 
Southern, but Bright, Dickinson, and Hannegan^ 

Mr. Baldwin, of Connecticut, moved an addi« 
tional section, as follows : 
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Sec. 87. And b^ it fwrfh^r enacted. That it shall be 
the daty of the attorneys for said Territories, respec- 
tively, on the complaint of any person held in involun- 
tary servitude therein, to make application in his be- 
half in due form of law, to the coart next thereafter to 
be holden in said Territory, for a writ of habeas corpus, 
to be directed to the person so holding such applicant 
in service as aforesaid, and to pursue all needful mea- 
sures in his behalf; and if the decision of such court shall 
be adverse to the application, or if, on the return of the 
writ, relief shall be denied to the applicant, on the 
ground that he is a slave held in servitude in said Terri- 
tory, said attorney shall cause an appeal to be taken 
therefrom, and the record of all the proceedings in the 
case to be transmitted to the Supreme Conrt of the 
United States as speedily as may be, and to give notice 
thereof to the Attorney General of the United States, 
who shall prosecute the same before said Court, who 
shall proceed to hear and determine the same at the 
first term thereof. 

Yeas, 15 (all Northern, except Benton) ; 
Nays, 31. 

Mr. Davis, of Mass., moved to strike out sec- 
tion 12, and insert as follows : 

Sec. 12. And heU pkrihw &nacUdy That so much 
of the sixth section of the ordinance of the 18th July, 
1787, as is contained in the following words ; viz. * There 
shall be neither Slavery nor involuntaiy servitude in the 
said Territory, otherwise than in the punishment of 
crimes, whereof the party shall have been duly con* 
victed,* shall be and remahi in force in the Territory of 
Oregon. 

This was defeated; Yeas, 21 ; Nays, S3. 
The bill was then engrossed for a third read- 
ing ; Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 22 ; as follows : 

Yeas — For Clayton's Compromise : 

Messrs. Atchison, Houston, 

Atherton. Hunter, 

Benton, Johnson, Md. 

Berrien, Johnson, La. 

Borland, Johnson, Ga. 

Breese, King* 

Bright, Lewis, 

Butler, Mangum, 

Oalhoun, Mason, 

Clayton, Phelps, 

Davis, Miss. Rusk, 

Dickinson, Sebastian, 

Douglas, Spruance, 

Downs, Sturgeon, 

Foote, Turney, 

Hannegan, Westcott, 
Yulee— 88. 



Nays — Against Clayton's bill : 

Felch, 

Fitsgerald, 

Greene, 

Hale, 

Hamlin, 

Metcalf. 

MiUer, 

Niles, 



Messrs. Allen, 
Badger, 
Baldwin, 
Bell, 

Bradbury, 
Clarke, 
Corwin, 
Davis, Mass. 



Underwood, 
Upham, 
Walker— 82. 



Dayton, 

Dix, 

Dodge, 

So the bill was engrossed, and immediately 
passed without a division. 

July 28^A.— This bill reached the House, and 
was taken up and read twice. 
^ Mr. A. H. Stephens, of 6a., moved that the 
bill do lie on the table. Yeas and Nays orderd, 
and the motion prevailed: Yeas, 112; Nays, 
97. 

Teae, all the Free State Whigs, with 8 Whigs 
from Shive States; 20 Democrats from Free 
States. 

Nays^%\ Democrats from Free States, with 
76 Democrats and Whigs from Slave States. 

Mr. Pollock, of Pa., moved that this vote be 
reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider 
do lie on the table; which prevailed: Yeas, 
113; Nays, 96. 



So Mr. Clayton's project of Compromise was 
defeated. 

The next session of the same Congress opened 
under very different auspices. The Mexican 
War had been terminated, so that none could 
longer be deterred from voting for Slavery Ex- 
clusion by a fear that the prosecution of hos- 
tilities would thereby be embarrassed. General 
Taylor had been elected President, receiving 
the votes of Delaware, Maryland, North Caro- 
lina, Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Louisiana, 
and Florida — a moiety of the Slave State8-~over 
Gen. Cass, now the avowed opponent of Slavery 
Restriction. Many of the Northern Democrats 
considered themselves absolved by this vote from 
all extra-constitutional obligations to the South, 
and voted accordingly. 

Dec. 18.— Mr. J. M. Root, of Ohio, offered 
the following : 

Besolved, That the Committee on Territories be in- 
structed to report to this House, with as little delay as 
practicable, a bill or bUls providing a Territorial Govern- 
ment for each of the Territories of New Mexico and CaU- 
fomia, and excluding Slavery therefrom. 

A call of the House was had, and the previous 
question ordered. 

Mr. W. P. Hall, of Mo., moved that the same 
do lie on the table. Lost : Yeas, 80 ; Nays, 106. 

The resolve then passed: Yeas, 108; Nays, 
80, viz. : 

Teae—kXL the Whigs firom Free States, and all the De- 
mocrats, but those noted as Mays below, including the fol- 
lowing, who had voted against the same principle at the 
former session : 

Maine. — Asa W. H. Clapp, James S. "Wiley — ^2. 

Nbw-York. — Frederick W. Lord— 1. 

Ohio. — Th<imas Richey~^l. 

Indiana. — Charles W. Cathcart, Thomas J. Henley, John 
L. Robinson, WUliam W. Wick-4. 

Illinois. — Robert Smith— 1. 

Messrs. Clark and H. Williams, of Maine, Birdsall and 
Maclay, of New- York, Brodhead and Mann, of Pa., Pettit, 
of Ind., Ficklin and McClelland, of 111., who voted wifli 
the South at the former session — ^now failed to vote. 

Mr. Jackson, of N. Y , who then voted with the South, 
had been succeeded by Mr. H. Greeley, who voted with the 
North. 

Na/ys — All the Members voting firom the Slave States, 
with the following firom the Free States : 

Nbw-York.— Heniy C. Murphy— 1. 

Pbnnstlvania.— Charles Brown, Charles J. Ingersoll— 2. 

Ohio.— William Kennon, Jun., John £. Miller, William 
Sawyer— «. 

Illinois.— William A. Richardson— 1. 

Iowa. — Shepherd Leffler— 1. 

Total Nays from Free States — 8. 

Mr. Robinson, of Ind., moved a reconsidera- 
tion of this vote, which motion (Dec. 18X on 
motion of Mr. Wentworth, of 111., was laid on 
the table : Yeas, 105 ; Nays, 83. 

The Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation bill 
having passed the House in the usual form, came 
up to the Senate, where it waa debated several 
days. 

Feb, 21«^ — ^Mr. Walker, of Wise., moved an 
amendment, extending all the laws of the United 
States, so far as applicable, to the Territories 
acquired from Mexico. 

Mr. Bell, of Tenn., moved to add further sec- 
tions organizing the State of California, to be 
admitted into the Union on the 1st of October 
next. This was rejected : Yeas, 4 (Bell, Dodge 
of Iowa, Douglas, Davis) ; Nays, 89. 

Feb, 26M. — Mr. Dayton, of N. J., moved that 
the President be vested with power to provide 
a suitable temporary government for the Ter- 
ritories. Rejected : Yeas, 8 ; Nays, 4*7. 
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The question recurred on Mr. Walker^s amend- 
ment, which was carried : Yeas, 29 ; Nays, 
27. 

The bill being returned to the House, thus 
amended, this amendment was (March 2d) voted 
down: Yeas, 101; Nays, 116 — as follows: 

Yeas — all the members from the Slave 
States, with the following from the Free States, 
viz.: 

Maikb— Hesekiah Wlllianui— 1. 
Nbw-Tork— Ausbom Birdsall— 1. 
PumsTLVANiA— Samnel A. Bridget, Klchard Brod- 
head, Charles Brown, Charles J. Ingenoll, Z&wit C. 

Ohio— William Eennon Jr., William Sawyer— 2. 
Iluhois— Orlando B. Flcklin, John A. McClernand, 
William A. Richardson— 8. 
Iowa— Shepherd Leffler^l. 

Total, thirteen from Free States ; eighty-eight 
from Slave States. (Only two from Slave States 
absent or silent.) 

^aya — all the Whigs from Free States, and all 
the Democrats from Free States, except those 
named above. 

So the House refused to concur in this amend- 
ment, and the bill was returned to the Senate 
accordingly. 

The Senate resolved to insist on its amend- 
ment, and ask a conference, which was granted, 
but resulted in nothing. Messrs. Atherton, of 
N. H., Dickinson, of N. Y., and Berrien, of 6a., 
were managers on the part of the Senate, and 
insisted on its amendment, organizing the Ter- 
ritories without restriction as to Slavery. 
Messrs. Vinton, of Ohio, NicoH, of N. Y., and 
Morehead, of Ey., were appointed on the part 
of the House. These, after a long sitting, re- 
ported their inability to agree, and were dis- 
charged. 

The bill being now returned to the House, Mr. 
McClernand, of 111., moved that the House do 
recede from its disagreement. Carried : Yeas, 
111; Nays, 106. 

Mr. k. W. Thompson, of Ind., moved that the 
House concur with the Senate, with an amend- 
ment, which was a substitute, extending the 
laws of the United States over said Territories, 
but leaving them unorganized, — 

And that, until the fourth day of July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, unless Congress shall sooner provide for the 
government of said Territories, IA« eoriiUnff latoe tKert- 
qfehiOU be retained and obeeroed. 

The question being reached on amending the 
Senators proposition as proposed by Mr. Thomp- 
son, it was carried: Yeas, 111 ; Nays, 105. 

(All the Southern members in the negative, 
with Levin and a few of the Northern Demo* 
erats ; the residue, with all the Northern Whigs, 
in the affirmative.) 

The House now proceeded to agree to the 
Senate's amendment, as amended : Yeas, 110; 
Nays, 108, (the same as before ; the friends of 
the Senate's proposition voting against it, as 
amended, and viee versa, on the understanding 
that Mr. Thompson's amendment would exclude 
Slavery.) 

The bill as thus amended being returned to 
the Senate, it refused to agree to the House's 
amendment, and receded from its own proposi- 
tion ; so the bill was passed and the session 
closed, with no provision for the government of 
the newly-acquired Territories. 



ORsaoN. 

Aug. 6, 1846. — Mr. Douglas, from the Com* 
mittee on Territories, reported to the House a 
bill organizing the Territory of Oregon. 

Said bill was discussed in Committee of the 
Whole, and the following amendment agreed to : 

And neither Slavery, nor involuntary servitude shall 
ever exist in said Territory, except for crime where^ 
the party shall have been duly convicted. 

On coming out of Committee, this amend- 
ment was agreed to — Yeas, 108 ; Nays, 44. (The 
Nays are all Southern, but Charles J. IngersoU, 
Orlando £. Ficklin, and possibly one or two 
others ; and all Democrats, but some half a 
dozen from the South, of whom Robert Toombs 
has since turned Democrat.) Stephen A. Doug- 
las did not vote. The bill passed the House 
without further opposition, was read twice in 
the Senate, and referred ; and Mr. Westcott, of 
Florida, made a report thereon from the Com- 
mittee on Territories; but the session closed 
without further action on the bill 

This Congress reassembled, Dec. ^th, 1846. 
On the 23d, Mr. Douglas again reported his 
bill to provide a Territorial government for 
Oregon, which was read twice and committed : 
Jan. 11th, 1847, was discussed in Committee, 
as also on the 12th and 14th, when it was 
resolved, to close the debate. On the 15th, it 
was taken out of Committee, when Gen. Burt, 
of S. C.,. moved the following addition (already 
moved, debated, and voted down in Committee) 
to the clause forbidding Slavery in said Terri- 
torv: 

Inasmuch as the whole of said Territory lies north of 
thirtyHBix degrees thirty minutes north latitude, known 
as the line of the Missouri Compromise. 

The purpose of this is clear enough. It was 
intended to recognize the Missouri line, not as 
limited to the Territories possessed by the United 
States at the time said line was established, 
but as extending to all that has since been, or 
hereafter should be, acquired, so as to legalize 
Slavery in any Territory henceforth to be 
acquired by us south of 36^ 80'. 

Mr. Burt's amendment was negatived : Yeaa, 
82 ; Nays, 114. 

The vote was very nearly sectional ; but the 

following members from Free States voted in 

the minority : 

Phhkstlvasia— Charles J. IngersoU— 1. 
Illimoib— Stephen A. Douglas, Robt. Smith— 2. 
Iowa— C. S. Hastings— 1. In all, 5. 

No member from a Slave State voted in 
the majority. The bill then passed : Yeas, 184; 
Nays, 85, (all Southern). 

Jan. 15. — The bill reached the Senate, and 

was sent to the Judiciary Committee, consisting 

of 

Messrs. Ashley, Ark. Berrien, Oa. Westcott, Fla. 

Breese, HI. Dayton, N. J. 

Jan, 25. — Mr. Ashley reported the Oregon 
bill with amendments, which were ordered to 
be printed. ^ 

29. — Said bill, on motion of Mr. Westcott, 
was recommitted to the Judiciary Committee. 

Feb 10. — Mr. Ashley again reported it with 
amendments. 

March 8. — It was taken up as in Committee 
of the Whole, when Mr. Evans, of Maine, moved 
that it be laidi^on the table. Defeated : Yeas, 
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19, (all Whigs but Calhoun, of S. C, and Yulee 
of Florida) ; Nays, 26, (24 Dem., with Corwin 
of Ohio, and Johnson of Louisiana.) 

Mr.Westcott, of Fla., immediately moved that 
the bill do lie on the table, which prevailed : 
Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 18 (a mixed vote, evidently 
governed by various motives) ; but the nega- 
tives were ail Democrats, but Corwin and John- 
son aforesaid. This being the last day of the 
session, it was evident that the bill, if opposed, 
as it was certain to be, could not get through, 
and it was, doubtless, in behalf of other press- 
ing business that many Senators voted to lay 
this aside. It was, of course, dead for the ses- 
sion. 

Dee, 6, 1847. — The XXXth Congress assem- 
bled ; Robert C. Winthrop (Whig) of Mass. was 
chosen Speaker of the House. President Polk, 
in his Annual Message, regretted that Oregon 
had not already been organized, and urged the 
necessity of action on the subject. 

Feb, 9. — ^Mr. Caleb B. Smith, of Indiana, re- 
ported to the House a bill to establish the terri- 
torial government of Oregon ; which, by a vote 
of two-thirds, was made a special order for 
March 14th. It was postponed, however, to 
the 28th ; when it was taken up and discussed, 
as on one or two subsequent days. May 29th, 
it was again made a special order next after the 
Appropriation bills. The President that day 
sent a special message, urging action on this 
subject. July 25th, it was taken up in earnest; 
Mr. Wentworth, of Illinois, moving that debate 
on It in Committee cease at two o*clock this 
day. 

Mr. Geo. S. Houston, of Ala., endeavored to 
put this motion on the table. Defeated : Yeas 
85 ; Nays 89, (nearly, but not fully, a sectional 
division). Mr. Geo. W. Jones, of Tenn., moved 
a reconsideration, which was carried : Yeas, 
100 ; Nays, 88 ; and the resolution laid on the 
table : Yeas, 96 ; Nays, 90. 

The bill continued to be discussed, and 
finally (Aug. 1) was got out of Committee ; 
when Mr. C. B. Smith moved the Previous 
Question thereon, which was ordered. 

Aug, 2. — The House came to a vote on an 

amendment made in Committee, whereby the 

following provision of the original bill was 

stricken out : 

That the inhabitants of said Territory shall be enti- 
tled to enjoy all and singular, the rights, privileges, and 
advantages granted and secured to the people of the 
Territory of the United States northwest of the river 
Ohio, by the articles of compact contained in the ordi- 
nance for the government of said Territory, passed the 
18th day of July, seventeen hundred and eighty-seven ; 
and shall be subject to all the conditions, and restric- 
tions, and prohibitions in said arttoles of compact im- 
posed upon the people of said territory, and — 

The House refused to agree to this amend- 
ment: Yeas, 88; Nays, 114. 

•The Members from the Free States who voted 
with the South to strike out, were — 

Nbw Yobk.— Ausburn Birdsall— -1. 

Q|[io. — William Kennon, Jun., John K. MlUer— 3. 

liXiNOis.— Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McOlemand, 
William A. Richardson—^. 

IBDIAVA.— John L. Robinson, William W. Wick--8. 

Mr. John W. Houston of Delaware voted In (he ma- 
jority. 

The bill was then passed: Yeas,. 128 ; Nays, 
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[This vote was almost oom|ietely sectional. 



Mr. Houston, of Delaware, voting in the majority 
as before : otherwise, members from the Free 
States in the affirmative ; those from the Slave 
States in the negative.] 

Atig. 3. — This bill reached the Senate, when 
Mr« Badger, of N. C, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement: negatived, 47 to 1, (Yulee). It was 
then sent to the Committee on Territories. 

The Senate had had under consideration, 
from time to time through the Session, a bill 
of its own, reported by Mr. Douglas, which was 
finally referred to a select Committee — Mr. Clay- 
ton, of Delaware, Chairman — and by said com- 
mittee reported some days before the reception 
of the House bill. It was then dropped. 

Aug, 5. — Mr. Douglas reported the House 
bill, with amendments, which were printed. 

Aiig, 10. — After some days* debate, the 
Senate proceeded to vote. Mr. Foote, of Miss., 
moved that the bill do lie on the table. De- 
feated : Yeas, 15 (Southern) ; Nays, 86. 

On the question of agreeing to this amend- 
ment : 

Inasmuch as the said Territory is north of thirty-six 
deg. thirty rain., usually known as the [line of the] Mis- 
souri Compromise. 

It was rejected : Yeas, 2 (Bright and Dou- 
glas) ; Nays, 62. 

Mr. Douglas jnoved to amend the bill, by in- 
sorting after the word ** enacted :^ 

That the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty 
minutes of north latitude, known as Uie Missouri Com- 
promise line, as defined in the eighth section of an act 
entitled, ** An Act to authorise the people of the Missouri 
Territory to form a Ooastitutional and State Govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the Unioo« 
on an equal footing with the original States, and to pro- 
hibit Slavery in certain Territories, approved March 6th, 
1820," be, and the same is hereby, declared to extend to 
the Pacific Ocean ; and the said eighth section, together 
with the compromise therein effected, is hereby revived, 
and declared to be in ftill force and binding, for the 
future organiiation of the Territories of the United 
States in the same sense, and with the same understand- 
ing with which it was originally adopted ; and — 

Which was carried : Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 21 ; as foh 

lows: 

Ye<u — ^For recognizing the Missouri line as 

rightfully extending to the Pacific : 

Messrs. Atchison, Hannegan, 

Badger, Houston, 

Bell, Hunter, 

Benton, Johnson of Md., 

Berrien, Johnson of La., 

Borland, Johnson of G«., 

Bright, King, 

Butler, Lewis, 

Calhoun, Mangum, 

Cameron, Mason, 

Davis of Mtsl., Metcalf, 

Dickinson, Pearce, 

Douglas, Sebastian, 

Downs, Spruance, 

Fitagerald, Sturgeon, 

Foote of Miss., Tarney, 
Underwood—^. 

iTays-^Againat recognizing said line : 

Messrs. Allen, Dodge, 

Atherton, Felch, 

Baldwin, Greene, 

Bradbury, Hale, 

Breese, Hamlin, 

Clarke, Miller, 

Corwin, NUes, 

Davis of Mass., Phelps, 

Dayton, Upham, 

Dlx, Walker, 
W«bit«r-^81. 

The bill was then engrossed for a third read* 
ing : Yeas, 83 ; Nays, 22 ; (nearly the same as 
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before — Westcott ^f FloFida added to the 
Kays — and thus passed). 

Auff. ll.r— The bill, thus amended, having 
been returned to the House, the amendment 
of Mr. Douglas, just recited, was rejected : 
Yeas, 82; Nays, 121. 

Yeas from Free States : 

Nkw Tobk.— AnBborn Birdsall— 1. 

Pbmnstltahia.— Charles Browo, Charles J. IoBerBoll«>2. 

Total— 8. 

Otherwise, from Slave States, all Yeas : from 
Free States, all N^ys. 

Aitff. 12. — ^The Senate, after voting down 
various propositions to lay on the table, etc.,. 
finally decided to recede- from its amendments to 
the Oregon bill, and puss it as it came from the 
House: Yeas, 29; Nays, 25 (all from Slave 
States). 

So the bill became a law, and Oregon a Terri- 
tory, under the original Jefferson or Dane Pro- 
viso against Slavery. 

THK COMPROMISE OF 1860. 

The XXXIst Congress commenced its first 
Session at Washington, Dec. 3, 1849 ; but the 
House was unable to organize — ^no person re- 
ceiving a majority of all the votes for Speaker 
— ^until the 22nd, when, the Plurality rule hav- 
ing been adopted by a vote of 113 to 106, Mr. 
Howell Cobb, of Ga., was elected, having 102 
votes to 100 for Robert C. Winthrop of Mass., 
and 20 scattering. It was thereupon resolved 
—Yeas, 149 ; Nays, 85—" That Howell Cobb be 
declared duly elected Speaker;'' and on the 
24th President Zachary Taylor transmitted to- 
both Houses his first Annual Message, in the 
course of which he says : 

No civil governmeDt having been provkled by God- 
gress for California, the people of that Territory, im- 
pelled by the necessities of their political coodilion, 
recently met in Convention, for the purpose of forming 
a Constitution and Slate Government ; which, the latest 
advices give me reason to suppose, has been accom- 
plished ; and it is believed they will shortly apply for the 
admission of California into the Union, as a fiovereign 
State. Should such be the case, and should their consti- 
tution be conformable to the requisitions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, I recommend their applica- 
tion to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

The people of New-Mexico will also, it is believed, 
at no very distant period, present themselves for admis- 
sion into the Union. Preparatory to the admission of 
California and New-Mexico, the people of each will have 
instituted for themselves a republican form of govern- 
ment, laying its foundation in such principles, and 
organising its power in such form, as to them shall seem 
most lilcely to effect their safety and happiness. 

Br awaiting their action, all oneasineas may be 
avoided and confidence and kind feeling preserved. 
With a view of maintaining the harmony and tranquillity 
so dear to all, we should abstain firom the introduction of 
those exciting topics of a sectional character which have 
hitherto produced painful apprehensions in the public 
mind ; and I repeat the solemn warning of the first and 
most illustrious of my predecessors, against furnishing 
any ground for characterixing parties by geogn^Ucal 
discriminations. 

Jan, 4. — Gen. Sam. Houston,, of Texas, sub- 
mitted to the Senate the following proposition . 

Wh^eat^ The Congress of the United States, possess- 
ing only a delegated authority, have no power over Uie 
subject of Negro Slavery within the limits of the United 
States, eitiier to prohibit or interfere with It, in the States, 
Territories, or District, where, by municipal law, it now 
exists, or to establish it in any State or Territory where 
it does not exist ; but, as an assurance and guaranty to 
promote harmony, quiet apprehension and remove sec- 
tional prejudice, which by possibility might impair or 
weaken love and devotion to the Union in any part of 
tne country, it is hereby 



Bstoloedf That, as the people In Territories have the 
same inherent rights of self-government as the people in 
the States, if in the exercise of such inherent rights the peo- 
ple in the newly-acquired Territories, by the Annexation 
of Texas and the acqtdsition of California and New-Mexi- 
co, south of the parallel of 86 degrees and 80 minutes of 
north latitude, extending to the Pacific Ocean, shall estab- 
lish Negro Slaveiy in the formation of their state govern- 
ments. It shall be deemed no objection to their admission 
as a State or States into the Union, in accordance with 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Jan, 21. — Gen. Taylor, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, sent a message to the House, 
stating that he had urged the formation of 
State "Governments in California and New- 
Mexico. 

J^^b, 13, 1850. — Gen. Taylor communicated 
to Congress the Constitution (free) of the State 
of California. 

Jan, 29, I860.— Mr. Henry Clay, of Kentucky, 
submitted to the Senate the following pro- 
positions, with others, which were made a special 
order and printed : 

1. Jissolvsdj That California, with suitable boun- 
daries, ought, upon her application, to be admitted as 
one of the States of this Union, without the imposition by 
Congress of any restriction in respect to the exclusion or 
introduction of Slavery within tiiose boundaries. 

2. RMoUotdy That as Slavery does not exist hy law, 
and b not likely to be introduced into any of the terri- 
tory acquired by the United States from the Republic of 
Mexico, it 1b inexpedient for Congress to provide by law 
either for its introduction into, or exclusion from, any 
part of the said Territory ; and that appropriate terri- 
torial governments ought to be established by Congress, 
in all the said Territory, not assigned as within the boun- 
daries of the proposed - State of California, without the 
adoption of any restriction or condition on the subject of 
Slavery. 

5. Jiesolvedy That it is inexpedient to abolish Slavery 
\n the District of Columbia, whilst that institution con- 
tinues to exist in the State of Maryland, without the con- 
sent of that State, without the consent of the people of 
the District, and without just compensation to the 
owners of slaves within the District. 

6. JBut £esolD6d^ That it is expedient to prohibit, with- 
in the District, the slave-trade in slaves brought into it 
from States or places beyond the limits of tlie District, 
either to be sold therein as merchandise, or to be 
transported to other markets without the District of 
Columbia. 

7. Besolvtdj That more effectual provision ought to be 
made by law, according to the requirement of the Con- 
stitution, for the restitution and delivery of persons bound 
to service or labor in any State, who may escape into any 
other State or territory in the Union. And, 

8. Resolved^ That Congress has no power to prohibit or 
obstruct the trade in slaves between the slaveholdinfr 
States, but that the admission or exclusion of slaves 
brought from one into another of them, depends exclu- 
sively upon their own particular laws. 

Feb. 28. — Mr. John Bell, of Tennessee, sub- 
mitted to the Senate the following proposi- 
tions : 

ITAerMM, Considerations of the highest interest to the 
whole coimtry demand that the existing and increasing 
dtosensions between tiie North and the South, on the 
subject of Slavery, should be speedily aiTeeted, and that 
the questions in controversy be adjusted upon some basia 
which shall tend to give present quiet, repress sectional 
animosities, remove, as far as possible, the causes of 
future discord, and seoure the uninterrupted enjoyment 
of those benefits and advantages which the Union was 
Intended to confer in equal measure upon all its mem- 
bers; 

And^ whereas^ U is manifest, under present circum- 
stances, that no adjustment nan be effected of tUe points 
of difference ttnhiH;»pily existing between the Northern 
and Southern sections of the Union, connected with the 
subject of Slavery, which shall secure to either section alt 
that is contended for, and that mutual concessions upon 
quesUons of mere policy, not involving the violation of 
any constitutional right or principle, must be the basis of 
every project affording any assurance of a favorable ac- 
ceptance ; 

Andy tohereas^ The Joint resolution for annexing 
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Terai to the United States, approTed March 1, 1845, eoa- 
tjdn« the following condition and guaranty— that is to 
say : ** New States of conTenient siie, not exceeding four 
in number, in addition to said State of Texas, and hav- 
ing sufficient population, may hereafter, by the consent 
of said State, be formed out of the territory thereof; 
which shall be entitled to admission under the provi- 
sions of the Federal Constitution ; and such States as 
may be formed out of that portion of said Territory lying 
south of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, 
commonly known as the Ifissouri Compromise line, shall 
be admitted into the Union with or without Slavery, as 
the people of each SUte, asUng admission may desire ; 
and in such Sute or States as shall be formed out of 
said territory north of sidd Missouri Compromise line. 
Slavery, or involuntary servitude (except fbr crime), 
shall be prohibited :" Therefore, 

1. Betolved, That the obligation to comply with the 
condition and guaranty above recited in good faith be 
distinctly recognized, and that, in part compliance with 
the same, as soon as the people of Texas shadl, by an act 
of their legislature, signify their assent by restricting the 
limits thereof; within the Territory lying east of the 
Trinity and south of the Red Biver, and when the people 
of the residue of the territory cliUmed by Texas adopt a 
constitution, republican in form, they be admitted into 
Uni3n upon an equal footing in all respects with the ori- 
ginal States. 

2. Eewlvedf That if Texas shall agree to cede, the 
United States will accept, a cession of all the unappro- 
priated domain in all the Territory claimed by Texas, ly- 
ing west of the Colorado and extending north to the 
forty-second parallel of north latitude, together with the 
Jurisdiction and sovereignty of all the territory claimed 
by Texas, north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north 

latitude, and to pay therefor a sum not exceeding 

millions of dollars, to be applied in the first place to the 
extinguishment of any portion of the existing public 
debt of Texas, for the discharge of which the United 
States are under any obligation, implied or otherwise, 
and the remainder as Texas shall require. 

8. Bssoivedf That when the population of that portion 
of the Territory claimed by Texas, lyhag south of the 
thirty^fourth parallel of north latitude and west of the 
Colorado, shall be equal to the ratio of representation in 
Congress, under the last preceding apportionment, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the Constitution, and the 
Seople of such Territory shall, with the assent of the new 
tate contemplated in the preceding resolution, have 
adopted a State Constitution, republican in form, they 
be admitted into the Union as a State, upon an equal 
footing with the original States. 

JSesolvsd, That all the Territory now clidmed by Texas, 
lying north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude, 
and which may be ceded to the United States by Texas, 
be incorporated with the Territory of New-Mexico, ex- 
cept such part thereof as lies east of the Uio Qrande and 
south of the thirty-fourth degree of north latitude, and 
that the Territory so composed form a State, to be ad- 
mitted into the Union when the inhabitants thereof shall 
adopt a State Constitution, republican in form, with the 
consent of Congress ; but in the mean time, and until 
Congress shall give such consent, provision be made for 
the government of the inhabitants of said Territory suit- 
able to their condition, but without any restriction as to 
Slavery. 

5. Besolved, That all the Territory ceded to the 
United States, by the Treaty of Guadaloape Hidalgo, 
lying west of said Territory of New Mexico, and east of 
the contemplated new State of California, for the present, 
constitute one Territory, and for which some form of 
government suitable to the condition of the inhabitants 
be provided, without any restriction as to Slavery. 

6. Resoltid^ That the Constitution recently formed 
by the people of the western portion of California, and 
presented to Congress by the President, on the l8th day 
of February, 1860, be accepted, and that they be admit- 
ted into the Union as a State, upon an equal footing in 
ail respects with the original States. 

BMole&d^ That, in future, the formation of State Con- 
stitutions, by the inhabitants of the territories of the 
United States, be regulated by law ; and that no such 
Constitution be hereafter formed or adopted by the in- 
habitants of any Territory belonging to the United 
SUtes. without the consent and authority of Congress. 

8. Besolved^ That the inhabitants of any Territory of 
the United States, when they shall be authorised by Con- 
gress to form a State Constitution, shall have the sole 
and exclusive power to regulate and adjust ail questions 
of internal State policy, of whatever nature they may be, 
controlled only by the restrictions expressly imposed by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

9. £esolvedf That the Committee on Territories bo 



instmeted to report a bill in eonformity with the spiili 
and Vrinci^les of the foregoing resolutions. 

A debate of unusual duration, earnestness, 
and ability ensued, mainly on Mr. Clay's Reso- 
lutions. They were regarded by uncompromis- 
ing champions, whether of Northern or of South- 
ern Tiews, but especially of the latter, as con- 
ceding substantially the matter in dispute to 
the other side. Thus, 

January 29^A. — Mr. Clay having read and 
briefly commented on his propositions, seriatim, 
he desired that they should be held over with- 
out debate, to give time for consideration, and 
made a special order for Monday or Tuesday 
following. But this was not assented to. 

Mr. Foote, of Mississippi, spoke against them 
generally, saying: 

If I understand the resolutions properly, they are ob- 
jectionable, as it seems to me, 

1. Because they only assert that it is not expedient 
that Congress should abolish Slavery in the District of 
Columbia ; thus allowing the implication to arise that 
Congress has power to legislate on the subject of Slaverj - 
in the District, which may hereafter be exercised, if it 
should become expedient to do so : whereas, I hold that 
Congress has, under the Constitution, no>such power at 
all, and that any attempt thus to legislate woulcl be a 
gross fraud upon all the States of the Union. 

2. The Resolutions of the honorable Senator assert 
that Slavery does not now exist by law in the Territories 
recently acquired from Mexico; whereas, I am ct 
opinion that the treaty with the Mexican republic carried 
the Constitution, toWi all Us guaraniiM^ to all the Ter- 
ritory obtained by treaty, and secured the privilege to 
every Southern slaveholder to enter any part of it, at- 
tended by his slave-property, and to ei^oy the same 
therein, firee from aU moiestaUon or hindrance whatso- 
ever. 

8. Whether Slavery is or is not likely to be introduced 
into these Territories, or into any of them, is a proposi- 
tion too uncertain, in my Judgment, to be at present 
positively affirmed ; and I am unwilling to make a 
solemn legislative declaration on the point. Z«^ the 
future provide Vie appropriate eoluHon of this inte- 
reeUng queeUon. 

4. Considering, as I have several times heretofore for- 
mally declared, the title of Texas to all the Territory 
embraced in her boundaries, as laid down in her law of 
188d, full, complete, and undeniable, I am unwilling to 
say anytliing, by resolution or otherwise, which may in 
the least degree draw that title into question, as I think 
is done in one of the resolutions of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. 

6. As to the abolition of the ilave-trade in the District 
of Columbia, I see no particular objection to it, provided 
it is done in a delicate and Judicious manner, and is not 
a concession to the menaces and demands of factlonista 
and fanatics. If other questions can be adjusted, tins 
one will, perhaps, occasion but little difficulty. 

7. The resolutions which provide for the restoration of 
fugitives from laborer service, and for the establishment 
of territorial governments, free from all restriction on 
the subject of Slavery, have my hearty approval. The 
last resolution — ^whlch asserts that Congress has no power 
to prohibit the trade in slaves from State to State— I 
equally approve. 

8. If all other questions connected with the subject of 
Slavery can be satiBfactorily adj'^sted, I see no objec- 
tion to admitting all California, above the line of 8ft 
degrees 80 minutes, into the Union ; provided another 
new Slave State can be laid off vMhAn the present 
limita ofTeooas^ so as to keep the present equiponder- 
anoe between the Slave and Free States of the Union : 
and provided further, all this is done by way of com- 
promiset and in ord^r to save the Vnion^ (as dear to 
me as to any man living. ) 

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, after expressing 
his deep anxiety to ** go with him who 
went furthest, but within the limits of strict 
duty, in adjusting these unhappy differences,^* 
added : 

Sir, so far as I have read these resolutions, there is 
but one proposition to which I can give a hearty assent, 
and that is the resolution which proposes to organise 
Territorial governments at once in these Territories, 
without a declaration one way or the other as to their 
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domestic institations. Bat there If another which I 
deeply regret to see introduced into this Senate, by a 
Senator from a slaveholding State ; it is ihat which 
assumes that Slavery does not now «x.st by law in those 
countries. I understand one of these pi opoaitions to 
declare that, by law, Slavery is now Hbolished in New- 
Mexico and California. That was the very proposition 
advanced by the non-slaveholdiag States at the last 
session ; combated and disproved, as I iliought, by gen- 
tlemen from the slaveholding States and which the 
Compromise bill was framed to test. So far, I regarded 
the question of law as disposed of, and it was very 
dearly and satisfactorily shown to be against the spii it 
of the resolution of the Senator from Keutuclcy. If the 
contrary is true, I presume the Senator from Kentucky 
would declare that if a law Is now valid in the Territories 
aboUsliing Slavery, that it could not be introduced there, 
even if a law was passed creating the institution, or re- 
pealing the statutes already existing ; a doctrine never 
assented to, so far as I know, until now, by any Senator 
representing one of the slaveholding States. Sir, I hold 
the very opposite, and with such confidence, that at the 
last session I was willing and did vote for a bill to test 
this question in the Supreme Court. Yet this resolution 
assumes the other doctrine to be true, and our assent is 
challenged to it as a proposition of law. 

Mr. Jefferson Davis, of Mississippi, objected 
specially to so much of Mr. Claj'rt propositions 
as relates to the boundary of Texas, to tiie 
sUve-trade in the Federal district, and to Mr. 
Clay's avowal in his speech that he did not 
believe Slavery eyer would or could be estab- 
lished in any part of the Territories acquired 
from Mexico. He continued : 

But, sir, we are called upon to receive this as a 
measure of compromise t As a measure in which we of 
the minority are to receive nothing. A measure of com- 
promise 1 I look upon it as but a modest mode of taking 
that, the claim to which has been more boldly asserted 
by others ; and, that I may be understood upon this 
question, and that my position may go forth to the 
country in the same columns that convey the sentiments 
of the Senator from Kentucky, I here assert, that never 
will I take less than the Missouri Compromise line ex- 
tended to the Pacific Ocean, with the specific recognition 
of the right to hold slaves in the Territory below that 
line ; and that, before such Territories are admitted into 
the Union as States, slaves may be taken there from any 
of the United States at the option of the owners. I can 
never consent to give additional power to a majority to 
commit further aggressions upou the minority in this 
Union ; and will never consent to any proposition which 
will have such a tendency, without a full guaranty or 
counteracting measure is connected with it. 

Mr. Clay, in reply, said : 

I am extremely sorry to hear the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi say that he requires, first, the extension of the 
Missouri Compromise line to the Pacific; and also that 
he is not satisfied with that, but requires, if I understood 
him correctly, a positive provision for the admission of 
Slavery south of that line. And now, sir, coming from a 
Slave State, as I do, I owe it to myself, I owe it to truth, 
I owe it to ihe subject, to state that no earthly power 
could induce me to vote for a specific measure for the 
introduction of Slavery where it had not before exhited, 
either south or north of that line. Coming as I do from 
a Slave State, it is my solemn, deliberate, and well-ma- 
tured determination that no power — no earthly power — 
shall compel me to vote for the positive introduction of 
Shivery either south or north of that line. Sir, while you 
reproach, and Justly, too, our British ancestors for the 
introduction of this institution upon the Continent of 
America, I am, for one, unwilling that the posterity of 
the present inhabitants of California and New-Mexico 
shall reproach us for doing Just what we reproach Great 
Britain for doing to us. If the citisens of those Terri- 
tories choose to establbh Slavery, I am for admitting 
them with such provisions in their Constitutions; but 
then, It will be their own work, and not ours, and their 
posterity will have to reproach them, and not us, for 
forming Constitutions allowing the institution of Slavery 
to exist among them. These are my views, sir, and I 
choose to express them; and I care not how extensively 
and universally they are known. The honorable Sena- 
tor from Virginia has expressed his opinion that Slavery 
exists in these Territories, and I have no doubt that 
opinion is sincerely and honestly entertained by Um ; 
and I would say with equal sincerity and honesty, that I 
believe that Slavery nowhere exists within any portion 



of the Territory acquired by us from Meideo. He holds 
a directly contrary opinion to mine, as he has a perfect 
right to do ; and we will not quarrel about that differ- 
ence of opinion. 

Mr. William R. King, of Alabama, was in- 
clined to look with favor on Mr. Clay's pro- 
positions, and assented to some of them; but 
lie objected to the mode in which California had 
formed what is called a State Constitution. He 
preferred the good old way of first organising 
Territories, and so training up their people ** for 
the exercise and enjoyment of our institutions." 
Besides, he thought ** there was not that kind 
of population there that justified the formation 
of a State GoTernment." On the question of 
Slavery in the new Territories, he said : 

We ask no act of Congress — as has been properly intima- 
ted by the Senator from Mississippi— to carry Slavery any- 
where, ^r, I believe we have as much Constitutional power 
to prohibit Slavery from going Into the Territories of the 
United States, as we have to pass an act carrying Slavery 
there. We have no right to do either the one or the other. 
I would as soon vote for the Wilmot Proviso as I would 
vote for any law which required that Slavery should go 
into any of the Territories. 

Mr. Downs, of Louisiana, said : 

I must confess that, in the whole course of my life, my 
astonishment has never been greater than it was when I 
saw this (Mr. Clay's) proposiUon brought fdrward as a 
compromise ; and I rise now, sir, not for the purpose of 
discussing it at all, but to protest most solemnly against it. 
I consider this compromise as no compromise at all. What, 
sir, does it grant to l^e South ? I can see nothing at all. 

Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, said : 

As I understand it, the Senator from Kentucky's whole 
proposition of compromise is nothing more than tills : That 
Califomia is already disposed of, having formed a SlkHte 
Constitution, and that Territorial Governments shall be 
organized for Deseret and New-Mexico, under which, by 
the operation of laws already existing, a slaveholding 
population could not carry with them, or own slaves there. 
What is there in the nature of a compromise here, coupled, 
as it is, with the proposition that, by the existing laws in 
the Territories, it is almost certain that slaveholders can- 
not, and have no right to, go there with their property 7 
What is there in the nature of a compromise here ¥ I am 
willing, however, to run the risks, and am ready to give to 
the Territories the governments they requiro. I shall 
always think that, under a Constitution living equal rights 
to all parties, the slaveholding people, as such, can go to 
these Territories, and retain their property tiiere. But, if 
we adopt this proposition of the Senator from Kentucky, 
it is clearly on the basis that Slavery shall not go there. 

The debate having engrossed the attention 
of the Senate for nearly two months — 

Marck 26. — Mr. Douglas, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported the following 
bills : 

Senate, 169.— A bUl for the admission of Califomia into 
the Union. 

Senate, 170.— A bill to establish the Territorial Gov- 
ernments of Utah and New-Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses. 

These bills were read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

April 11. — Mr. Douglas moved that Mr. Beirs 
resolves do lie on the table. Lost : Teas, 26 ; 
Nays, 28. 

April 15. — ^The discussion of Mr. Clay*s reso- 
lutions still proceeding. Colonel Benton moved 
that the previous orders be postponed, and thai 
the Senate now proceed to consider the bill (S. 
169) for the admission of the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. Clay moved that this proposition do lie 
on the table. Carried : Yeas, 27 (for a Com- 
promise) ; Nays, 24 (for a settlement without 
compromise). 

The Senate now took up Mr. Beirs resolves, 
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aforesaid, when Mr. Benton moved that the; 
lie on the table. Lost : Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 28. 

Mr. Benton next moved that they be so 
amended as not to connect or mix up the ad- 
mission of California with any other question. 
Lost ; Yeas, 23 ; Nays, 28. 

Various modifications of the generic idea 
were severally voted down, generally by large 
majorities. 

On motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss., it was now 

Ordered^ That the resolaUons sabmitted by Mr. Bell on 
the 28th February^ together with the resolations submitted 
on the 29th of January, by Mr. Clay, be referred to a se- 
lect Committee of thirteen ; Provided^ tttat the Senate 
does not deem it necessary, and therefore declines, to ex- 
press in advance any opinion, or to give, any instruction, 
either general or specific, for the guidance of the said 
Committee. 

April 19. — The Senate proceeded to elect by 
ballot such Select Committee, which was com- 
posed as follows : 

Mr. Henry Clay, of Ky., Chairman. 

Messrs. Dickinson, of N. Y. Cooper, of Pa. 

Phelps, of Vt. Downs, of La. 

Bell, of Tenn. King, of Ala. 

Cass, of Mich. Mangum, of N. C. 

Webster, of Mass. Mason, of Va. 

Berrien, of Ga. Bright, of Ind. 

May 8. — Mr. Clay, from said Committee, re- 
ported at length, the views and recommenda- 
tions of the report being substantially as fol- 
lows : 

1. The admission of any new State or States formed out 
. of Texas to be postponed until they shall hereafter pre- 
sent themselves to be received into the Union, when it will 
be the duty of Congress fairly and faithfully to execute 
the compact with Texas, by admitting such new State or 
Btatesr 

2. The admission forthwith of California into the Union, 
with the boundaries which she has proposed. 

^ The establishment of Territorial Governments, with- 
out the WUmot Proviso, for New-Mexico and Utah, em- 
bracing all the territory recently acquired by the United 
States from Mexico, not contained in the boundaries of 
California. 

4. The combination of these two last mentioned mea- 
sures in the same bill ; 

6. The establishment of the western and northern bound- 
aries of Texas, and the excludon from her Jurisdiction of 
all New-Mexico, with the grant to Texas of a pecuniary 
equivalent ; and the section for that purpose to be Incor- 
porated in the bill admitting California and establishing 
Territorial Governments for Utah and New-Mexico. 

6. More effectual enactments of law to secure the prompt 
delivery of persons bound to service or labor In one State, 
under the laws thereof, who escape into another State * 
and, ' 

7. Abstaining from abolishing Slavery ; but, under a 
heavy penalty, prohibiting the slave-trade In the District 
of Columbia. 

The Senate prooeeded to debate from day to 
day the provisions of the principail bill thus re- 
ported, commonly termed " the Omnibus." 

June 28.— Mr, Soul6, of Louisiana, moved 

that all south of 86° 80' be cut off from Cali- 

fornia, and formed into a Territory entitled 

South California, and that said Territory 

*' shall, when ready, able, and wilUng to become a St^te, 
and deserving to be such, be admitted with or without 
Slavery, as the people thereof shall desire, and make 
known through their Constltutton." 

This was rejected: Yeas, 19 (all JSoutnern); 
Nays, 36. 

July 10. — ^The discussion was interrupted by 
the death of President Taylor. Millard Fillmore 
succeeded to the Presidency, and William R. 
King, of Alabama, was chosen President of the 
Senate, pro tempore. 

July 15.~-The bill was reported to the Senate 
and amended 80 as to substitute ** that Congress 



shall make no law establishing or prohibiting * 
Slavery in the new Territories, instead of *' in 
respect to " it Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 26. 
Mr. Seward moved to add at the end of the 

87th section : '. ^ , 

• 

But neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude shall be 
allowed In either of the Territories of New-Mexico or Utah, 
except on legal conviction for crime. 

Which was negatived; Yeas and Nays not 
taken. 

July 17. — The Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the " Omnibus bill." 

Mr. Benton moved a change in the proposed 
boundary between Texas and New-Mexico. Re- 
jected : Yeas, 18 ; Nays, 36. 

Mr. Foote moved that the 84th parallel of 
north latitude be the northern boundary of 
Texas throughout. Lost : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 84. 

July 19. — Mr. King moved that the parallel 
of 350 30' be the southern boundary of the 
State of California. Rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 
37. 

Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, moved 36^ 80'. Re- 
jected : Yeas, 23 ; Nays, 82. 

July 23d.— Mr. Turney, of Tenn., moved that 
the people of California be enabled to form a 
new State Constitution. Lost ; Yeas, 19 ; 
Nays, 33. 

Mr. Je£f. Davis, of Mississippi, moved to add : 

And that all laws and usages existing in said Territory, 
at the date of its acquisition by the United States, which 
deny or obstruct the right of any citizen of the United 
States to remove to, and reside in, said Territory, with any 
species of property legally held In any of the States of 
this Union, be, and are hereby declared to be, null and 
void. 

This wan rejected : Yeas, 22 ; Nays, 33. 

Yea8 — For Davis^s amendment : 



Messrs. Atchison, Mo. 
Barnwell, S. C. 
Bell, Tenn. 
Berrien, Ga. 
Butler, a C. 
Clemens, Ala. 
Davis, Miss. 
Dawson, Oa. 
Downs, La. 
Houston, Texas. 
Hunter, Va. 



King, Ala. 
Mangum, N. C. 
Mason, Va. 
Morton, Fla. 
Pratt, Md. 
Rusk, Texas. 
Sebastian, Ark. 
Soul6, La. 
Turney, Tenn. 
Underwood, Ky. 
Yulee, Fla.— 22. 



yays — Against Davis^s amendment : 



Messrs. Badger, N. C. 
Baldwin, Conn. 
Benton, Mo. 
Bradbury, Me. 
Bright, Ind. 
Cass, Mich. 
Chase, Ohio. 
Clarke, R. L 
Clay, Ky. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Davis, Mass. 
Dayton, N. J. 
Dickinson, N. T. 
Dodge, Wise. 
Dodge, Iowa. 
Felch, Mich. 



Foote, Miss. 
Greene, R. I. 
Hale, N. H. 
Hamlin, Me. 
Jones, Iowa. 
MUler, N. J. 
Norris, N. H. 
Pearce, Md. 
Seward, N. T. 
Shields, 111. 
Smith, Conn. 
Spruance, DeL 
Sturgeon, Pa. 
Upham, Vt. 
Wales, Del. 
Walker, Wise. 



Whitcomb, Ind.--88. 

Auy. 10. — ^The California bill was now taken 
up. Mr. Yulee, of Fla., moved a substitute^ 
remanding California to a territorial condition, 
and limiting her southern boundary. Rejected : 
Yeas, 12 (all Southern) ; Nays, 35. 

Mr. Foote moved a like project, cutting oflF 
so much of California as lies south of 36 de"*. 
30 min., and erecting it into the Territory of 
Colorado. Bejeeted ; Yeas, 18 (ultra Southern) i 
Nays, 29. ' 

Ajtff, 12. — Still another proposition to limit 
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California southwardly, by the line of 36 deg. 
80 min., was made by Mr. Turney, and rejected : 
Teas, 20 (all Southern) ; Nays, 30. After de- 
feating Southern motions to adjourn, postpone, 
and lay on the table, the bill was engrossed for 
a third reading : Yeas, 83 (all the Senators from 
Free States, with Bell, Benton, Houston, Spru- 
ance, Wales and Underwood); Nays, 19 (all 
from Slave States). Mr. Clay still absent, en- 
deayoring to restore his failing health. 

Aug, 18. — The California bill passed its third 
reading: Yeas, 84; Nays, 18 (all Southern). 

Aug. 14.— >Tbe Senate now took up the bill or- 
ganizing the Territories of New Mexico and Utah 
(as it was originally reported, prior to its inclu- 
sion in Mr. (Clay's " Omnibus"). 

Mr. Chase, of Ohio, moved to amend the bill 
by inserting : 

Kor shall there be in said Territory either Slavery or 
Involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punishment 
of crimes whereof the party shall have been duly con- 
victed to have been personally guilty. 

\VTiich was rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 25. ' 

The bill was then reported complete, and 
passed to be engrossed. 

Atig. 16. — Said bill had its third reading, 
and was finally passed : Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 10. 

[The Senate proceeded to take up, consider, 
mature, and pass the Fugitive Slave bill, and 
the bill excluding the Slave-Trade from the 
District of Columbia; but the history of these 
is but remotely connected with our theme]. 
We return to the House. 

Aug, 28. — ^The California bill was taken up, 
read twice, and committed. 

The Texas bill coming up, Mr. Inge, of Ala. 
objected to it, and a vote was taken on its rejec- 
tion : Yeas, 84; Nays, 168 ; so it was not rejected. 

Mr. Boyd, of Ey., moved to amend it so as to 
create and define thereby the Territories of 
New-Mexico and Utah, to be slaveholding or 
not as their people shall determine when they 
shall come to form State governments. [In 
other words, to append the bill organizing the 
Territory of New Mexico to the Texas bill.] 

Sept. 7. — The California bill now came up. 
Mr. Boyd moved his amendment already moved 
to the Texas bill. Mr. Vinton, of Ohio, declared 
it out of order. The Speaker again ruled it in 
order. Mr. Vinton appealed, and the House 
overruled the Speaker : Yeas (to sustain), 87 ; 
Nays, 115. 

Mr. Jacob Thompson, of Miss., moved to cut 
off from California all below se^' SO'. Bejected: 
Yeas, 76 ; Nays, 181. 

The bill was now ordered to a third reading : 
Teas, 151 ; Nays, 57, and then passed: Yeas, 
150; Nays, 56 (all Southern). 

The Senate bill organizing the Territory of 
Utah (without restriction as, to Slavery) was 
then taken up, and rushed through the same 
day : Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 85. [The Nays were 
mainly Northern Free SoU men ; but some 
Southern men, for a different reason, voted 
with them]. 

Sept, 9. — ^The House having returned the 
T<;xas Boundary bill, with an amendment (Linn 
Boyd's), including the bill organixiog the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico therein, the Senate 
proceeded to consider and agree to the same : 
Yeas, 81 ; Nays, 10, namely : 



Messrs. Baldwin, Oonn., 
Benton, Mo., 
Chase, Ohio, 
Davis, Mass., 
Dodge, Wis.. 



Evlng, Ohio, 
Hamlin, Me., 
Seward, N. Y., 
Upham, Tt., 
Winthrop, Mass. 



So all the bills originally included in Mr. 
Clays ** Omnibus " were passed— two of them in 
the same bill — after the Senate had once voted 
to sever them. 

THK KANSAS-NEBRASKA STRUOGLIS. 

Out of the Louisiana Territory, since the ad- 
mission first of Louisiana and then of Missouri 
as Slave States, there had been formed the Ter- 
ritories of Arkansas, Iowa, and Minnesota ; the 
first without, and the two others with, Congres- 
sional inhibition of Slavery. Arkansas, in due 
course, became a Slave, Iowa and Minnesota 
Free States. The destiny of one tier of States, 
fronting upon, and westward of, the Mississippi, 
was thus settled. What should l>e the fate of 
the next tier ? 

The region lying immediately westward of 
Missouri, with much Territory north, as well as 
a more clearly defined district south of it, was 
long since dedicated to the uses of the Aborigines 
— not merely those who had originally inhabited 
it, but the tribes from time to time removed 
from the States eastward of the Mississippi. 
Very little, if any, of it was legally open to 
settlement by Whites ; and, with the exception 
of the (ev and small military and trading posts 
thinly scattered over its surface, it is probable 
that scarcely two hundred white families were 
located in the spacious wilderness boundlKl by 
Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota on the east, the 
British possessions on the north, the crest of the 
Rocky Mountains on the west, and the settled 
portion of New-Mexico and the line of 86° 80* 
on the south, at the time when Mr. Douglas 
first, at the session of 1852-3, submitted a bill 
organizing the Territory of Nebraska, by which 
title the region above bounded had come to be 
vaguely indicated. 

This region was indisputably included within 
the scope of the exclusion of Slavery from all 
Federal Territory north of 86^ 80', to which the 
South had assented by the terras of the Mis- 
souri compact, in order thereby to secure the 
admission of Missouri as a Slave State. Nor 
was it once intimated, during the long, earnest,, 
and searching debate in the Senate on the CiSom? 
promise Measures of 1850, that the adoption of 
those measures, whether together or separately, 
would involve or imply a repeal of the Missouri 
Restriction. We have seen on a former page 
how Mr. Clay's original suggestion of a Compro* 
mise, which was substantially that ultimately 
adopted, was received by the Southern Senators 
who spoke on its introduction, with hardly a 
qualification, as a virtual surrender of all that 
the South had ever claimed with respect to the 
new Territories. And, from the beginning to 
the close of the long and able discussion which 
followed, neither friend nor foe of the Compro- 
mises, nor of any of them, hinted that one 
effect of their adoption would be the lifting of 
the Missouri restriction from the Territory now 
covered by it. When the Compromises of 1860 
were accepted in 1852 by the National Conven- 
tions .if the two great parties, as a settlement 
of the distracting controversy therein contem- 
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from Europe, who shall have deolared their in- 
tention to become citizens, to vote. Carried : 
Feas, 23 ; Nays, 21— as follows : 
Yeas — ^For Clayton^s amendment : 

Messrs. Adams, Dixon, 

Atchison, Brans, 

Badger, Fitzpatrick, 

Bell, Houston, 

Benjamin, Hunter, 

Brodhead, Johnson, 

Brown, Jones, of Tenn., 

Butler, Mason, 

Clay, Morton, 

Clayton, Pratt, 

Dawson, Sebastian, 
SUdell— 28. 

Nays — Against Clayton^s amendment : 

Messrs. Chase, Nonis, 

Dodge, of Wise, Pettit, 

Dodge, of Iowa, Seward, 

Douglas, , Shields, 

Fessenden, ' Smith, 

Fish, Stuart, 

Foot, Sumner, 

Gwln, Toucey, 

Hamlin, Wade, 

Jones, of Iowa, Walker, 
Williams— 21. 

Mr. Chase moved to amend, by providing for 
the appointment of three Commissioners resid- 
ing in the Territory to organize the Territory, 
divide it into election districts, notify an election 
on the first Monday in September then ensuing, 
etc , at which election the people should choose 
their own Governor, as well as a Territorial Legis- 
lature — the Governor to serve for two years, and 
the Legislature to meet not later than May, 1855. 

This extension of the principle of "Squatter 
Sovereignty'' was defeated — Yeas, 10; Nays, 30. 

Mr. Douglas's amendment was then agreed to, 
and the bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole to the Senate. 

The question on the engrossment of the bill was 
now reached, and it was carried: Yeas, 29; 
Nays, 12. 

March 3. — The rule assigning Fridays for the 
consideration of private bills having been sus- 
pended, on motion of Mr. Badger, the Senate 
proceeded to put the Nebraska-Kansas bill on 
its final passage, when a long and earnest de- 
bate ensued. At a late hour of the niorht Mr. 
Seward, of New York, addressed the Senate, in 
opposition to the bill, as follows : 

Mr. President : I rise with no purpose of further re- 
sisting or even delaying the passage of this bilL Let its 
advocates have only a little patience, and they will soon 
reach the object for which they have struggled so earnestly 
and so long. The sun has set for the last time upon the 
^aranteed and certain liberties of all the unsettled and 
onorganized portions of the American continent that lie 
within the Jurisdiction of the United States. To-morrow's 
8un will rise in dim eclipse over them. How long that ob- 
scuration shall last, is known only to the Power that di- 
rects and controls all human events. For myself, I know 
•dbly this — ^that now no human power will prevent its com- 
ing on, and that its passing off will be hastened and se- 
cured by others than those now here, and perhaps by only 
those belonging to future generations. 

Sir, it would be almost factious to offer farther resist- 
ance to this measure here. Indeed, successful resistance 
was never expected to be maderin this Hall. The Senate- 
floor is an old battle-ground, on which have been fought 
many contests, and always, at least since 1S20, with fortune 
adverse to the cause of equal and universal freedom. We 
were only a few here who engaged in that cause in the 
beginning of this contest. All that we could hope to do 
— ^all that we did hope to do— was to organize and pre- 
,1>are the issue for the House of Representatives, to which 
-the country would look for its decision as authoritative, 
and to awaken the country that it might be ready for the 
rappeal which would be made, whatever the decision of 
Congress might be. We are no stronger now. Only four- 



teen at the first, it will be fortunate if, among the ills and 
accidents which surround ns, we shall maintain that num- 
ber to the end. 

We are on the eve of the consummation of a great na- 
tional transaction — a transaction which will close a cycle 
in the history of our country — and it is impossible not to 
desire to pause a moment and survey the scene around 
us, and the prospect before us. However obscure we may 
individually be, our connection with this great transaction 
will perpetuate our names for the praise or for the cen- 
sure of future ages, and perhaps in regions far remote. 
If, then, we had no other motive for our actions than but 
that of the honest desire for a just fame, we could not be 
indifferent to that scene and that prospect. But individual 
interests and ambition sink Into insignificance in view of 
the interests of our country and of mankind. These inter- 
ests awaken, at least in me, an intense solicitude. 

It was said by some in the beginning, and it has been 
said by others later In this debate, that it was doubtful 
whether it would be the cause of Slavery or the cause of 
Freedom that would gain advantages from the passage of 
this bill. I do not find it necessary to be censorious, nor 
even unjust to others, in order that my own course may 
be approved. I am sure that the honorable Senator f^om 
Illinois [Mr. Douglas] did not mean that the Slave States 
should gain an advantage over the Free States ; for he 
disclaimed it when he introduced the bill. I believe in all 
candor, that the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toombs,] who comes out at the close of the battle as one 
of the chlefest leaders of the victorious party, is sincere in 
declaring his own opinion that the Slave States will gain 
no uhjust advantage over the Free States, because he dis- 
claims it as a triumph in their behalf. Notwithstanding 
all this, however, what has occurred here and in the 
country, during this contest, has compelled a conviction 
that Slavery wUl gain something, and Freedom will endure 
a severe, though I hope not an irretrievable, loss. The 
slaveholdlng States are passive, quiet, and content, 
and satbfied with the prospective boon; and the Free 
States are excited and alarmed with fearful forebodings 
and apprehensions. The impatience for the speedy paa* 
sage of the bill, manifested by Its friends, betrays a 
knowledge that this Is the condition of public sentiment in 
the Free States. They thought In the beginning that it 
was necessary to guard the measure by Inserting the 
Clayton amendment, which would exclude unnaturalized 
foreign Inhabitants of the Territories from the right of 
suffrage. And now they seem willing, with almost perfect 
unanimity, to relinquish that safeguard, rather than to 
delay the adoption of the principal measure for at most a 
year, perhaps for only a week or a day. Suppose that 
the Senate should adhere to that condition, wliich so lately 
was thought so wise and so Important — what then? The 
blU could only go back to the House of Representatives, 
which must either yield or Insist ! In the one case or in 
the other, a decision In favor of the bill would be secured ; 
for even If the House should disagree, the Senate would 
have time to recede. But the majority wUl hazard no- 
thing, even on a prospect so certain as this. They will 
recede at once, without a moment's further struggle, from 
the condition, and thus secure the passage of this bill now, 
to-night. Why such haste ? Even If the question were to 
go to the country before a final decision here, what would 
there be wrong In that ? There is no man living who will 
say that the country anticipated, or that he anticipated, 
the agitation of this measure In Congress, when this Con- 
gress was elected, or even when it assembled in Decem- 
ber last. 

Under such circumstances, and in the midst of agita- 
tion, and excitement, and debates, it is only fair to say, 
that certainly the country has not decided In favor of the 
bin. The refusal, then, to let the question go to the coun- 
try, Is a conclusive proof that the Slave States, as repre- 
sented here, expect from the passage of this bUl what the 
Free States Insist that they will lose by it — an advantage, 
a material advantage, and not a mere abstraction. There 
arc men in the Slave States, as in the Free States, who in- 
sist always too pertinaciously upon mere abstractions. But 
that is not the policy of the Slave States to-day. They 
are in earnest in seeking for, and securing, an object, and 
an Important one. I believe they are gomg to have it. I 
do not know how long the advantage gained will last, nor 
how great or comprehensive it wUl be. Every Senator 
who agrees with me in opinion must feel as I do— that un- 
der such circumstances he can forego nothing that can be 
done decently, with due respect to difference of opinion, 
and consistently with the constitutional and settled rules 
of legislation, to place the true merits of the question be- 
fore tlie country. Questions sometimes occur which seem 
to have two rlzht sides. Such were the questions that di- 
vided the Engflsh nation between Pitt and Fox — such the 
contest between the assailant and the defender of Quebfec. 
The judgment of the world was suspended by its sympa* 
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thieSj and seemed ready to descend in favor of him who 
should be most gallant in conduct. And so, when both 
fell with equal chiralry on the same field, the survivors 
united in raising a common monument to the glorious but 
rival memories of Wolfe and Montcalm. But this contest 
Involves a moral question. The Slave States so present it 
They maintain that African Slavery is not erroneous, not 
unjust, not inconsistent with the advancing cause of hu- 
man nature. Since they so regard it, I do not expect to 
see statesmen representing those States indifferent about 
a vindication of this system by the Congress of the United 
States. On the other hand, we of the Free States regard 
Slavery as erroneous, unjust, oppressive, and therefore 
absolutely inconsistent with the principles of the American 
Constitution and Government. Who will expect us to be 
indifferent to the decisions of the American people and 
of mankind on such an issue ? . . . . 

Sir, I am surprised at the pertinacity with which the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, mine ancient and hon- 
orable friend, [Mr. Clayton,] perseveres In opposing the 
granting of the right of suflfrage'to the unnaturalised for- 
eigner m the Territories. Congress cannot deny him that 
right. Here is the third article of that convention by 
which Louisiana, including Kansas and Nebraska, was 
ceded to the United States : 

" The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor- 
porated in the Union of the United States, and admitted 
as soon as possible, according to the piinciples of the Fede- 
ral Constitution, to the enjoyment of the rights, privileges, 
and immunities of the citizens of the United States ; and 
in the meantime they shall be maintained and protected 
in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the 
religion they profess." 

The inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska are citizens 
already, and by force of this treaty must continue to be, 
and as such to ei^oy the right of suffrage, whatever laws 
you make to the contrary. My opinions are well known, 
to wit : That Slavery is not only an evil, but a local one, 
injurious and ultimately pernicious to society, wherever it 
exists, and in conflict with the constitutional principles of 
society in this country. I am not willing to extend nor to 
permit the extension of that local evil into regions now 
free within our empire. I know that there are some who 
differ from me, and who regard the Constitution of the 
United States as an instrument which sanctions Slavery as 
well as Freedom. But if I could admit a proposition so in- 
congruous with the letter and spirit of the Federal Consti- 
tution, and the known sentiments of its illustrious found- 
ers, and so should conclude that Slavery was national, I 
must still cherish the opinion that it is an evil ; and 
because it is a national one, I am the more firmly held and 
bound to prevent an increase of it, tending, as I think it 
manifestly does, to the weakening and ultimate over- 
throw of the Constitution itself, and therefore to the 
injury of all mankind. I know there have been States 
which have endured long, and achieved much, which 
tolerated Slavery ; but that was not the slavery of caste, 
like African Slavery. Such Slavery tends to (iemoralize 
equally the subjected race and the superior one. It has 
been the absence of such Slavery from Europe that has 
given her nations their superiority over other countries 
in that hemisphere. Slavery, wherever it exists, begets 
fear, and fear Is the parent of weakness. What is the 
secret of that eternal, sleepless anxiety in the legislative 
halls, and even at the firesides of the Slave States, al- 
ways asking new stipulations, new compromises and 
abrogation of compromises, new assumptions of power 
and abnegations of power, but fear? It is the apprehen- 
sion, that, even if safe now, they will not always or long 
be secure against some invasion or some aggression from 
the Free States. What is the secret of the humiliating 
part which proud old Spain is acting at this day, trem- 
bling between alarms of American intrusion into Cuba 
on one side, and British dictation on the other, but the 
fact that she has cherished Slavery so long and still 
cherishes it, in the last of her American colonial posses- 
sions ? Thus far Kansas and Nebraska are safe, under 
the laws of 1820, against the introduction of this element 
of national debility and decline. The bill before us, as 
we are assured, contains a great principle, a glorious 
principle ; and yet that principle, when fully ascertained, 
proves to be nothing less than the subversion of thsit 
security, not only within the Territories of Kansas and 
Nebraska, but within all the other present and future 
Territories of the United States. Thus it is quite clear 
that it is not a principle alone that is involved, but that 
•hose who crowd this measure with so much zeal and ear- 
nestness must expect that either Freedom or Slavery 
shall gain something by it in those regions. The case, 
then, stands thus in Kansas and Nebraska : Freedom 
may lose, but certainly can gain nothing ; while Slavery 
may gain, but as- certainly can lose nothing. 

So far as I am concerned, the time for looking on the 



dark side has passed. I feel quite sure that Slavery at 
most can get nothing more than Kansas ; while Nebraa- 
Ica — the wider northern region — will, under existing 
circumstances, escape, for the reason that its soil and 
climate are uncongenial with the staples of slave culture 
— rice, sugar, cotton, and tobacco. Moreover, since the 
public attention lias been so well and so effectu»Uy 
directed toward the subject, I cherish a hope that 
Slavery may be prevented even from gaining a foothold 
in Kansas. Congress only gives consent, but it does not 
and cannot introduce Slavery there. Slavery will be 
embarrassed by its own overgrasping spirit. No one, I 
am sure, anticipates the possible reestablishment of the 
African Slave-trade. The tide of emigration to Kansas 
is therefore to be supplied there solely by the domestic 
fountain of slave production. But Slavery has also other 
regions besides Kansas to be filled from that fountain. 
There- are all of New Mexico and all of Utah already 
within the United States ; and then there is Cuba, that 
consumes slave labor and life as fast as any one of the 
slaveholding States .can supply it; and besides these 
regions, there remains all of Mexico down to the 
Isthmus. The stream of slave labor flowing from so 
small a fountain, and broken into several divergent 
channels will not cover so great a field ; and it is rea- 
sonably to be hoped that the part of it nearest to the 
North Pole will be the last to be inundated. But African 
slave emigration is to compete with free emigration of 
white men, and the source of this latter tide is as ample 
as the civilization of the two entire continents. The 
honorable Senator from Delaware mentioned, as if it 
were a startling fact, that twenty thousand European 
immigrants arrived in New-York in one month. Sir, he 
has stated the fact with too much moderation. On my 
return to the capital a day or two ago, I met twelve 
thousand of these emigrants who had arrived in New- 
York on one morning, and who had thronged the 
churches on the following Sabbath, to return thanks for 
deliverance from the perito of the sea, and for their arrival 
in the land, not of Slavery but of Liberty. I also thank 
God for their escape, and for their coming. They arc 
now on their way westward, and the news of the passage 
of this bill, preceding them, will speed many of them 
toward Kansas and Nebraska. Such arrivals are not 
extraordinary — they occur almost every week ; and the 
immigration from Germany, from Great Britain, and 
from Norway, and from Sweden, during the European 
war, will rise to six or seven hundred thousand souls in 
a year. And with this tide is to be mingled one rapidly 
swelling from Asia and from the islands of the South 
Seas. All the immigrants under this bill, as the House 
of Representatives overruling you have ordered, will be 
good, loyal, Liberty-loving, Slavery-fearing citizens. 
Come on, then, gentlemen of the Slave States. Since 
there is no escaping your challenge, I accept it in behalf 
of the cause of Freedom. We will engage in competition 
for the virgin soil of Kansas, and God give the victory 
to the side which Is stronger in numbers as it is in right. 

There are, however, earnest advocates of this biU, who 
do not expect, and who, I suppose, do not desire, that 
Slavery shall gidn possession of Nebraska. What do 
they expect to gain? The honorable Senator fiom 
Indiana (Mr. Pettit) says that by thus obliterating the 
Missouri Compromise restriction, they will gain a tabvia 
rasa^ on which the inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska 
may write whatever they wilL This is the great princi- 
ple of the bill, as he understands it. Well, what gain is 
there in that? You obliterate a Constitution of Free- 
dom. If they write a new constitution of freedom, can 
the new be better than the old? If they write a Constitu- 
tion of Slavery, will it not be a worse one ? I ask the 
honorable Senator that. But the honorable Senator says 
that the people of Nebraska will have the privilege of 
establishing institutioqp for themselves. They have now 
the privilege of establishing free institutions. Is it a pri- 
vilege, then, to establish Slavery ? If so, what a mockery 
are all our Constitutions, which prevent the inhabitantf 
from capriciously subverting free institutions and estab- 
lishing institutions of Slavery ! Sir, it is a sophism, a sub- 
tlety, to talk of conferring upon a country, already secure 
in the blessings of Freedom, the power of self-destruction. 

What mankind everywhere want, is not the removal 
of the Constitutions of Freedom which they have, that 
they may make at their pleasure Constitutions of ^lavery 
or of Freedom, but the privilege of retaining Constitu- 
tions of Freedom when they already have them, and the 
removal of Constitutions of :^lavery when they have 
them, that they may establish Constitutions of Freedniu 
in their place. We hold on tenaciously to all existing 
Constitutions of Freedom. Who denounces any man fo ' 
diligently adhering to such Constitutions? Who would 
dare to denounce any one for disloyalty to our existing 
Constitutions, if they wei e Constitutions of Despotism and 
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of that antagonism, and suffered it to continue, that it 
might work out its own ends. l%ere is a commercial 
antagonism, an irreconcilabte one, between the systems 
of free labor and slave labor. They have been at war 
with each other ever since the Government was estab> 
lished. and that war is to conttnue forever. The contest, 
when it ripens between these two antagonistic elements, 
is to be settled somewhere ; it is to be settled in the seat 
of central poirer, in the Federal Legislature. The Con- 
stitution makes it the duty of the central Oovernment to 
determine questions, as often as they shall arise, in favor 
of one or the other party, and refers the decision of 
them to the minority of the votes in the two Houses of 
Congress. It will come baclc here, then, in spite of all 
the efforts to escape from it. 

This antagonism must end either in a separation of the 
antagonistic parties — the Slaveholding States and the 
Free States— or, secondly, in the complete establishment 
of the influence of the Slave power over the Free— or 
else, on the other hand, in the establishment of the 
superior influence of Freedom over the interests of 
Slavery. It will not be terminated by a voluntary seces- 
sion of either party. Commercial interests bind the 
Slave States and the Free States together in links of gold 
that are riveted with iron, and they cannot be broken by 
passion or by ambition. Mther party wUl submit to the 
ascendency of the other, rather than yield the commer- 
cial advantages of this Union. Political ties bind the 
Union together — a common necessity, and not merely 
a common necessity, but the common Interests of 
empire— of such empire as the world has never before 
seen. The control of the national power is the control 
of the great Western Continent ; and the control of this 
continent is .to be, in a very few yean, the controlling in- 
fluence in the world. Who is there. North, that hates 
Slavery so much, or who, South, that hates emancipa- 
tion so intensely, that he can attempt, with any hope of 
success, to break a Union thus forged and welded to- 
gether ? I have always heard, with equal pity and dis- 
gust, threats of disunion in the Free States, and similar 
threats in the Slaveholding States. I know that men 
may rave in the heat of passion, and under great politi- 
cal excitement ; but I know that when it comes to a ques* 
tion whether this Union shall stand, either with Freedom 
or with Slavery, the masses will uphold it, and it will 



ains of equivocal prudence, 
bari£uv, 

moraO^pi^. g closed the debate, reiterating 
Mr. Dougtl^^ views set forth in his Report 
and enforcing ttai^^- and at last the vote was 
already referred toX^^^^jjjd : Yeas, 37 ; Nays, 
taken, and the bill pa£ 

^'^ lU 

Fmm— For the Kansas-Nebraska l^^r. 

Hunt 
JohnsI 



Messrs. Adams, 
Atchison, 
Badger, 
bayard, 
Bez^amin, 
Brodhead, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cass, 

Clay, of Ala., 
Dawson, 
Dixon, 

Dodge, of Iowa,. 
Douglas, 
Bvans, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Geyer, 
Gwin. 

Williams— 87. 

J\^«— Agidnst the said bill : 



>f Iowa, 
Jones, mTenn., 

Jones, o] 

Mason, 

Morton, 

Norris, 

Pettit, 

Pratt, 

Rusk, 

Sebastian, 

Shields, 

Slidell, 

Stuart, 

Thompson, of Ej 

Thomson, of N. J.] 

Toucey, 

WeUer, 



Messrs. Bell, 
Chase, 

Dodge, of Wise, 
Fessenden, 
Fish, 
Foot, 
Hamlin, 



Houston, 

James, 

Seward, 

Smith, 

Sumner, 

Wade, 

Walker— 14. 



So the bill was passed, and its title declare 
to be **An Act to organize the Territories 
Nebraska and Kansas," and the Senate ai 
journed over to the Tuesday following. 



'tand until some inherent vice in its Constitution, not yet In the House, a bill to Organize the Territory 
Usclosed, shaU cause ito dissolution. Now, entertaining of Nebraska had been noticed on the first daV 

hese opmions, there are for me only two alternatives, - -- -- - * 

riz. : either to let Slavery gain unlimited sway, or so to 
exert what little power and influence I may have, as to 
secure, if I can, the ultimate predominance of Free- 
dom 

Sir, I have always said that I should not despond, 
even if this fearful measure should be effected : nor do I 
now despond. Although, reasoning ftom my present 
convictions, I should not have voted for the compromise 
of 1S20, I have labored, in the very spirit of those who 
established it, to save the landmark of Freedom which it 
assigned. I have not spoken irreverently even of the 
compromise of 1860, which, as all men know, I opposed 
earnestly and with diligence. Nevertheless, I have al- 
ways preferred the compromises of the Constitution, and 
have wanted no others. I feared all others. This was a 
leading principle of the great statesman of the South, 
(Mr. Calhoun). Said he : 

" I see my way in the ConsUtuUon ; I cannot to a com- 
promise. A compromise is b u t an act of Congress. It may b e 
overruled at any Ume. It gives us no security. But the Constl- 
tuiiou is stable. It is a rock on which we can stand, and on 
which we can meet our friends from the non-slaveIu>lding 



of tiie session, by Mr. John 6. Miller, of Mo., 
who introduced it December 22d. 

Jan. 24th. — Mr. Giddings gave notice of a 
bill to organize said Territory. 

Jan. 80. — Mr. Pringle, of N. T., endeavored 
to liave the bill passed at the last session (leav- 
ing the Missouri Restriction intact), reported by 
the Committee on Territories ; but debate arose, 
and his resolution lay over. 

Jan, 81. — Mr. Richardflon, of 111., chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, reported a 
bill ** To organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas," which was read twice and com« 
mitted. 

Mr. Richardson s bill was substantially Mr. 
Douglas's last bill, and was accompanied by no 
report. Mr. English, of Ind., submitted the 
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Tiews of a minority of said Committee on Ter- 
ritories, proposing, without argument, the two 
following amendments : 

1. Amend the section defining the boundary 
of Kansas, so as to make ** the summit of the 
Rocky Mountains'' the western' boundary of 
said Territory. 

2. Strike out of the 14th and 84th sections of 
said bill all after the words ** United States," 
and insert in each instance (the one relating to 
Kansas, and the other to Nebraska) as fol- 
lows : 

Pronidsdy That nothing In this act shall be so con- 
strued as to prevent the people of said Territory, through 
the properly constituted legislatiTe authority, from pass- 
ing such laws, in relation to the insUtutien of Slavery, as 
they may deem best adapted to their locality, and most 
conducive to their happiness and welfare ; and so much 
of any existing act of Congress as may conflict with the 
above right of the people to regulate their domestic 
institutions in their own way, be, and the same is here- 
by, repealed. 

This appears to have been an attempt to give 
practical effect to the doctrine of Squatter 
Sovereignty ; but it was not successful. 

May 8/A. — On motion of Mr. Richardson; the 
House— Yeas, 109; Nays, 88— resolved itself 
into a Committee of the Whole, and took up 
the bill (House No. 236) to organize the Terri- 
tories of Nebraska and Kansas, and discussed it 
— Mr. Olds, of Ohio, in the chair. 

On coming out of Committee, Mr. George W. 
Jones, of Tenn., moved that the rules be sus- 
pended so as to enable him to move the print- 
ing of Senate bill (No. 22, passed the Senate as 
aforesaid) and the amendment now pending to 
the House bill. No quorum voted — adjourned. 

May 9th. — This motion prevailed. After de- 
bate in Committee on the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 
the Committee found itself without a quorum, 
and thereupon rose and reported the fact to the 
House— only 106 Members were found to be 
present. After several fruitless attempts to ad- 
journ, a call was ordered and a quorum ob- 
tained, at 9 P.M. At 10, an adjournment pre- 
vailed. 

May loth. — Debate in Committee continued. 

May llth. — Mr. Richardson moved that all 
debate in Committee close to-morrow at noon. 

Mr. English moved a call of the House : Re- 
fused ; Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 97. 

Mr. Mace moved that Mr. Richardson^s mo- 
tion be laid on the table : Defeated. Yeas, 95 ; 
Nays 100. 

Mr. £dgerton, of Ohio, moved a call of the 
House. Refused : Yeas, 45 ; Nays, 80. 

The day was spent in what has come to be 
called "Filibustering" — that is, the minority 
moving adjournments, calls of the House, ask- 
ing to be excused from voting, taking appeals, 
etc., etc. In the midst of this, Mr. Richardson 
withdrew his original motion, and moved in- 
stead that the debate in Committee be closed 
in five minutes after the House shall have .re- 
sumed it. 

The hour of noon of the 12th having arrived, 
Messrs. Dean and Banks raised points of order 
as to the termination of the legislative day. 
The Speaker decided that the legislative day 
could only be terminated by the adjournment 
of the House, except by constitutional conclu- 
sion of the session. Mr. Banks appealed, but 
At length withdrew his appeal 



Finially, at 11 J o'clock, p.m., of Friday, 12th, 
after a continuous sitting of thirty-six hours, 
the House, on motion of Mr. Richardson, ad- 
journed. 

May ISth. — The House sat but two hours, 
and effected nothing. 

May I5th. — Mr. Richardson withdrew his de- 
mand for the Previous Question on closing the 
debate, and moved instead that the debate 
close at noon on Friday the 19th instant. This 
he finally modified by substituting Saturday tlie 
20th ; and in this shape his motion prevailed by 
a two-thirds majority — Yeas, 13*7 ; Nays, 66— 
the following opp<inencs of the bill voting for 
the motion, namely : 

BIaihr. — Thomas J. D. Fuller, Samael Mayall— 2. 

Nkw-Haupshire.— Geo. W. Kittredge, Geo. W. Mon 
rlson — 2. 

Massachusbtts. — Nathaniel P. Ranks, jr. — 1. 

Connecticut. — Origen'S. Seymour — i. 

Nrw- York.— Gilbert Dean, Charles Hughes — ^2. 

Pennsylvania. — Michael C. Trout — ^1. 

Ohio —Alfred P. Edgerton, Harvey H. Johnson, An« 
drevr Ellison, William D. Lindsley, Thomas Richey — 5. 

Indiana.— Andrev7 J. Harlan, Daniel Mace — 2. 

Illinois.— John Wentworth — ^1. 

Michigan — Dayid A. Noble, Hestor L. Stevena— 2. 

Wisconsin.— John B. Macy — ^1 

YiROiNiA. — John S. Millson — 1. 

Total— 21. 

Mr. Hichardson, having thus got in his reso- 
lution to close the debate, put on the previous 
question again, and the House — Yeas, 118; 
Nays, 59 — agreed to close the debate on the 
20th. 

Debate having been closed, the opponents of 
the measure expected to defeat or cripple it by 
moving and taking a vote in Committee on 
various propositions of amendment, kindred to 
those moved and rejected in the Senate ; some 
of which it was believed a majority of the 
House would not choose (or dare) to vote 
down ; and, though the names of those voting 
on one side or the other in Committee of the 
Whole are not recorded, yet any proposition 
moved and rejected there, may be renewed in 
the House after taking the bill out of commit- 
tee, and is no longer cut off by the Previous 
Question, as it formerly was. But, when the 
hour for closing debate in Committee had 
arrived, Mr. Alex. H. Stephens moved that the 
enacting clause of the bill be stricken out ; which 
was carried by a rally of the friends of the 
bill, and of course cut off all amendments. The 
bill was thus reported to the House with its 
head off; when, after a long struggle, the 
House re/uf(ed to agree to the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole — Yeas, (for agreeing) 97 ; 
Nays, 11*7 — bringing the House to a direct vote 
on the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. Richurdi^on now moved an amendment, 
which was a substitute for the whole bill, being 
substantially the Senate^s bill, with the clause 
admitting aliens, who have declared their in- 
tention to become citizens, to the right of suf- 
frage. He thereupon called the Previous Ques- 
tion, which the House sustained — Yeas, 116; 
Nays, 90 — when the House adopted his amend- 
ment — Yeas, 116; Nays, 95— and proceeded to 
engross the bill — Yeas, 112; Nays, 99 — when 
he put on the Previous Question again, and 
passed the bill finally— Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 100 — * 
as follows : 
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Yeas— 113. 

from the free statks. 

Maihb. — Moses McDonald— 1. 

Nkw-Uampshi&e — Harry Hibbard— 1. 

CoHMBOTicuT. — CoUn M. IngersoU— 1. 

Vbrmomt. — Nofis. Massachusbtts. — None. 

&HODK Island.— J\^n«. 

Nkw-York. — Thomas W. Camming, Francis B. Cut- 
ting, Peter Rowe, John J. Taylor, William M. Tvreed, 
Hiram Walb ridge, WilUam a Walker, Mike Walsh, Theo. 
R. Weatbrook— ». 

Pbnnstltania.— Samuel A. Bridges, John L. Dawson, 
Thomas B. Florence, J. Clancy Jones, William H. Kurtz, 
John McNair, Asa Packer, John Robbins, jr.. Christian 
M. Straub, William H. Witte, Hendrick B. Wright— 11. 

Nbw-Jkrskt— Samuel Lilly, George Vail— 2. 

Ohio.— David T. Disney, Frederick W. Green, Edson 
B« Olds, Wilson Shannon— 4. 

Indiana.— John G. Davis, Cyrus L. Dunham, Norman 
Eddy, William H. English, Thomas A Hendricks, James 
H. Lane, Smith Miller-7. 

Illinois.— James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Wm. A. Rich- 
ardson — 8. 

Michigan.— Samuel Clark, David Stuart— 2. 

Iowa.— Bernhart Henn — 1. 

Wisconsin.— i\r<ww. 

California.— Milton S. Latham, J. A McDougall— 2. 
Total— 44. 

FROM THE SLATE STATES. 

Delawars.— George R. Riddle— 1. 

Maryland.— William T. Hamilton, Henry May, Jacob 
Shower, Joshua Yansant— 4. 

ViuQiNiA.- Thomas H. Bayly, Thomas S. Bocock, John 
S. Caskie, Henry A. Edmundson, Charles J. Faulkner, 
William 0. Goode, Zedekiah Kidwell, John Letcher, 
Paulus Powell, William Smith, John F. Snodgrass — 11. 

North Carolina.— William S. Ashe, Burton Craige, 
Thomas L. Clingman, Johm> Kerr^ Thos. RufSn, Henry 
M. Shaw— 6. 

South Carolina.— William W. Boyce, President S. 
Brooks, James L. Orr— 8. 

Georgia.— David J. Bailey, Elijah W. Chastain, Alfred 
H. Colquitt, Junius Hillyer, David A. Meese^ Alex. H. 
Stepheos—o. 

Alabama. — Jame$ Abercrambi6y Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, James F. Dowdell, Sampson W. Harris, George S. 
Houston, Philip Phillips, William R. Smith— 7. 

Mississippi.- William 8. Barry, William Barksdale, 
Otho R. Singleton, Daniel B. Wright— 4. 

Louisiana. — William Dunbar, Roland Jones, John Per- 
khis, jr. -8 

Kentucky. — John C. Breckinridge, James S. Ohris- 
msLQj Leander M. Ow, Clement S. Itilly John M. Elliot, 
Benj. E. Grey^ William Preston. Richard H. Stanton 
—8. 

Tennessbe.-— William M. Churchwell, George W. Jones, 
Ckarles Beady, Samuel A. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Felix Zolliooffer—^. 

Missouri. — Alfred W. Lamb, James J. Zindley, John 
G. MiU&r, Mordecai Olivsr, John S. Phelps— 5. 

Abkasnas.— Alfred B. Greenwood, Edwin A. Warren— 2. 

Florida. — Augustus E. Maxwell — ^1. 

Texas.— Peter H. Bell, Geo. W. Smyth— 2. Total— 69. 

Total, Free and Slave States — 113. 
Xays — 100. 

FREE STATES. 

UkiSK.—Sarmtel P. Benson, JK Wilder Farley, Tho- 
mas J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall, Israel Waahibum, jr, 
— 5. 

New Hampshirb.- George W. Kittredge, George W. 
Morrison — 2. 

Massachusbtts.— Nathaniel P. Banks, jr., Samuel L. 
Crocker, Alex. Db Witt, Edward IHeJbineon, J. Wiley 
Edmunds, Thomas D. Eliot, John Z. Goodrich, Charles 
W. Upham, Samuel H. WaUey, Tappan Wenhoorth— 

Rhode Island.— Thomas Davis, Benjamin B. Thurston 
—2. 

CoNHBCTicirr. — Nathan Belcher, James T. Pratt, Origen 
8. Seymour — 8. 

YBHUosr.—James Meacham, Alvah Sabim, Andrew 
Tracy—S. 

New YoRZ.—ffenry Bermett, Datfis Carpenter, Gil- 
bert Dean, Caleb Lyon, Reuben E. Fenton. Thomas T. 
FUigler, Gkorge Hastings, Solomon G^ ffo/cen, Charies 
Hughes> Daniel T. Jones, Orsamtts B. Jfatteaan, Edtoin 



B. Morgan, William Murray, Andrew Oliver, Jared V, 
Peck, Rufus W. Feckham, Bishop Perkins, Benjankin 
Pringle, Bussell Sage, George A. Simmotis, Gkmrit 
Smith, John Wheeler— 22. 

Nbw-Jersky. — AleoD. C. M.Pennington, Charles Skel- 
ton, Nathan T. Slratton— 8. 

FKVtiSYLV. KHi A..— Joseph B. Charier, Carlton B. Cur- 
tis, John Dick, Augustus Drum, William Ecerhari^ 
J'lined Gamble, Galusha A. Grow, Isaac E Hiester^ 
Tlwmas M. Howe, John McCulloch, Ner Middleswarih, 
Dav^id Ritchie, Samuel L. Bussell, Micliael C. Trout— 
14. 

Obio.— Edward Ball, Lewis D. Campbell, Alfred P. 
E<igerton, Antirew Ellison, Jite>HUA R. Uiduings, Aaron 
Harlan, John Scott Harrison, H. H. Joimson, William 
D. Liiuisey, M. H. Nichols, Thomas Richey, Wtlliam H. 
Sapp, Andrew Stuart, John Z. Taylor, Edward Wadb 
—15. 

Indiana. — Andrew J. Harlan, Daniel Mace, Sam^iiel 
W. Parker— a. 

Illinois.— t/aTO«« Knox, Jesse O. Norton, Elihu B. 
Washbume, John Wentwortli, Richard Yates— b. 

Michigan. — David A. Noble, Heator L. Stevens— 2. 

Wijjcossin.— Beiijiuuiu C. Eastman, Daniel Wells, jr. — 
2. 

lovrA..—Nbne. 

Californu.— J\r<wi^. Total— 91. 

SOUTHBRN STATES. 

ViRGiNM.--John S. Millson—l. 

North Carolina.— ^icAard C. Puryear, Sion H, 
Rogers— 2. 

Tennessbe.- i?o6dr< M. Bugg. William CuOomEmsr' 
son Etheridge, Nathaniel G. Taylor-^. 

Louisiana.— Theodore G. Htmi—L 

Missouri.— Thomas H. Beuton- 1. 

Other Southkhn States.— JV^«. Total — 9. 

Total, Free and Slave States— 100. 
Ahsenty or not voting — 21. 

N. England States.— William Appleton, of Mass.— 1. 
Nkw-Yokk.— ^flo. W. Chase, James Maurice— 2. 
Pknnsylyania.— i\r<??ie. 

Nk W- J KKtiB Y.— ^OW «. 

Ohio. — George Bliss, Moses B. Corioin — 2. 

Illinois.- Wm. H. Bissell— 1. 

California .—None. 

Indiana.— Eben M. Chamberlain— 1. 

Michigan.— iTowtf. 

lov x.—Johm, P. Cook— I. 

Wisconsin.— John B. Macy— 1. 

Total from Free States — 9. 

Maryland.— c/b^ft R. Franklin, Augustus R. SoUers 

Virginia.— Fayette McMullen— 1. 
North Carolina.— ^cm«. 
Dklawxkk.— None. 

South Carolina.— Wm. Aiken, Lawrence M. Keitt, 
John McQueen — 8. 
Gkorgia.— Wm. B. W. Dent, James L. Seward— -2. 
Alabama.— .^bne. 
Mississippi.— Wiley P. Harris— 1. 
Kentucky.- Linn Boyd^ (Sp^mker,) Presley Ewina— 2, 
MissouRi.^Samuel Caruihers^l. 
Arkansas. — None. Florcda. — None. 
Texas. — None. Tnnnksseb — None. 
homsiAVA.—None. 

Total from Slave States — 12. 

Whigs in Italics. Abolitionists in shall capitals. 
Democrats in Roman. 

May 28c?. — The bill being thus sent to the 
Senate (not as a Senate but as a House bill), 
was sent at once to the Committee of the Whole, 
and there briefly considered. 

Mat/ 24tth. — Mr. Pearce, of Maryland, moved 
to strike out the clause in section 6, which ex- 
tends the right" of suffrage to 

those who shall have declared on oath their inten- 
tion to become such, [citisons] and shall have taken an 
oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and 
the provisions of this act. 

Negatived— Yeas : Bayard, Bell, Brodhead, 
Brown, Clayton, Pearce, and Thompson of 
Kentucky. Nays, 41. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
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for a third reading — Yeas. 85 ; Nays, 13, as 
follows : 

Yeas — For Engrossing : 

Uessn. Atchison, Mo.. 
Badger^ N. 0., 
B^amin^ La., 
BroUhead, Pa., 
Bruwn, Miss , 
Butler, 8. C, 
Cass, Mich., 
Claj, Ala., 
DawnoTit Ga., 
Douglas, 111., 
Fitspatrick, Ala., 
Gwlu, Cal., 
Hunter, Va., 
Johnson, Ark., 
Jones, Iowa, 
Jones^ Tenn., 
Mallorjr, Fla., 

Wright, N. J. 



Mason, Ta., 
Morton, Fla., 
K orris, N. U., 
jPearce, Md., 
Pettlt, lud., 
i»ro«, Md., 
Rusk, Texas, 
Sebastian, Ark., 
Shields, III., 
Slldell, La., 
Stuart, Mich., 
Thompson^ Ky.^ 
Thomson, N. J., 
Toombs, Ga.i 
Toucey, Ct., 
Weller, Cal., 
Williams, N. H., 
,--85. 



Nai/s — Against Engrossing : 



GiLLBTTI, Ct., 

liamlin. Me., 
James, R. I., 
Sewardy N. Y., 
iSuMNBR, Mass , 
Wade, Ohio. 
-1». 



Messrs. Allen, R. I., 
Bell, Tenn., 
Chasb, Ohio. 
Ciaytan, Del., 
Meh, N. Y., 
Jfooi, Vt., 

Walker, Wis.- 

Democrats in Roman ; Whigs In JtaMcs ; Free Demo- 
crats in Small Caps. 

The bill was then passed without further 
division, and, being approved by the President, 
became a law. The clause in the 14th section, 
which repealed the Missouri Compromise, with 
the Badger provuo^ is as follows : 

That the Constitution and all the laws of the United 
States which are not locally inapplicable, stiall have the 
same force and etfect within the said territory of Ne- 
braska, as elsewhere within the United States, except the 
eighth section of the act preparatory to the admission of 
Missouri into the Union, approved March sixth, eighteen 
hundred and twenty, which being inconsistent with the 
principles of non-intervention by Congress with Slavery 
in ilie States and Territories, as recognized by the legisla- 
tion of eighteen hundred and fifty, commonly called the 
Comprounse Measures, is hereby declared inoperative 
uud void ; it being the true intent and meaning of this 
act nut to legislate Slavery Into any Territory or State, 
nor to excluue it therefrom, but to leave the people there- 
of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in- 
stitutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitu- 
tion of tlie United States ; Provided, That nothing here- 
in contained shall be construed to revive or put in force 
any law or regulation which may have existed prior to 
the act of sixth of March, eighteen hundred and twenty, 
either protecting, establishing, prohibiting or abolishing 
Slavery. 

Bee, 3, 1855.— The XXXIVth Congress con- 
vened at the Capitol, in Washington.— Jesse D. 
Bright, of Ind., holding over as President pro 
tempore of the Senate, in place of Vice-Presi- 
dent William R. King, of Alabama, deceased. 
A quorum of either House was found to be 
present. 

But the House found itself unable to organize 
by the choice of a Speaker, until after an un- 
precedented struggle of nine weeks* duration. 
Finally, on Saturday, Feb. 20, 1866, the plu- 
rality-rule was adopted — Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 104 
— and the House proceeded under it to its one 
hundred and thirty-third ballot for speaker, 
when Nathaniel P. Banks, jr. (anti-Nebraska) 
of Massachusetts, was chosen, having 103 
votes to 100, for William Aiken, of South Caro- 
lina. Eleven votes scattered on other persons 
did not count against a choice. It was there- 
fore resolved — Yeas, 155 ; Nays, 40 — that Mr. 
Banks was duly elected Speaker. 

But, during the pendency of this election, the 
President had transmitted to both Houses, first 



(Dec. 31 St) his Annual Message, and next (Jan. 
24ih) a special message with regard to the con- 
dition of Kansas, in which he thus alludes to 
those who think Slavery not the best institution 
to make a prosperous aqd happy State, and to 
those who opposed the repeal of the Missouri 
restriction : 

This interference, in so far as concerns its primary 
causes and its Immediate commencement, was one of tho 
incidents of that pernicious agitation on Uie subject of 
the condition of the colored persons held to service In 
some of the States, which has so long disturbed the re- 
pose of our country, and excited Individuals, otherwise 
patriotic and law-abiding, to toil with misdirected seal 
in the attempt to propagate their social theories by the 
perversion and abuse of tlie powers of Congress. 

The persons and parties whom the tenor of the act 
to organise the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas 
thwarted in the endeavor to Impose, through the agency 
of Congress, their particular views of social organisa- 
tion on the people of the future new States, now per- 
ceiving that the policy of leaving the inhabitants of each 
State to judge for themselves in this respect was ineradi- 
cably rooted in the convictions of the people of the 
Union, then had recourse, in the pursuit of their general 
object, to the extraordinary measure of propagandist 
colonization of the Territory of Kansas, to prevent the 
free and natural action of its inhabitants in its internal 
urganization and thus to anticipate or to force the deter- 
mination of that question in this inchoate State. 

The President makes the following refer- 
ence to the action. of the people of Kansas, 
who, claiming the right ** peaceably to assem- 
ble and petition for a redress of grievances," 
did so assemble, and sent a petition to Con- 
gress, to permit them to form a State Govern- 
ment, with the Constitution submitted : 

Following upon this movement was another and 
more important one of the same general character. 
Persons confessedly not constituting the body politic, or 
all the inhabitants, but merely a party of the inhabitants, 
and without law, have undertaken to summon a conven- 
tion for the purpose of transforming the Territory into a 
State, and have framed a constitution, adopted it, and 
under it elected a governor and other officers, and a 
representative to Congress. 

March 12. — ^In Senate, Mr. Douglas, of Illi- 
nois, from the Committee on Territories, made 
a report on matters relating to Kansas affairs, 
in which he says : 

The act of Congress for the organisation o the Ter- 
ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, was designed to con- 
form to the spirit and letter of the Federal Constitution, 
by preserving and maintaining the fundamental principle 
of equality among all the States of the Union, notwith- 
standing the restriction contained in the 8th section of 
the act of March 6, 1820, (preparatory to the admission 
of Missouri into the Union,) which assumed to deny to 
the people forever the right to settle the question of 
Slavery for themselves, provided they should make their 
homes and organize States north of thirty-six degrees 
and thirty minutes north latitude. Conforming to the 
cardinal principles of State equality and self-govern- 
ment, in obedience to the Constitution, the Kansas- 
Nebraska act declared. In the precise language of the 
Compromise Measures of 1850, that, *' when admitted as 
a State, the said Territory, or any portion of the same, 
shall be received into the Union, with or without Slavery, 
as their constitutions may prescribe at the time of their 
admission." 

He then refers to the formation of the " Emi- 
grant Aid Company,"* which had been organ- 
ized on the principle of " State equality " by 
the people of Massachusetts. This proceeding 
he calls *' a perversion of the plain provisions 
of the Kansas-Nebraska Act — that the only 



« " The Emigrant Aid Company," with five millions dollars, 
to which Mr. Douglas alludes, and from the e^dstence of which 
he makes a special plea for the Border Bufilans, was 
never organised: Bee Bep<«rt of ijpecial Commiltee of Con- 
gress, (page loa) 
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kind of lawful emigration was ** such as has 
filled up our new States and Territories, when 
each individual has gone on his own account, 
to improve his condition and that of his 
family." The reportjthen states that the peo- 
ple of Missouri were greatly alarmed at the 
rapid filling up of Kansas by people opposed to 
Slavery^that this might endanger the exist- 
ence of Slavery in Missouri — and that, as the 
people of Missouri had a right to defend their 
own institutions, they might properly resist the 
formation of an Anti-Slavery State in their 
neighborhood. The report continues : 

For the saccesBftd prosecutton of sach a scheme, the MIs- 
Bourians who li^ed in the immediate vicinity possessed pe- 
culiar advantages over their rivals from the more remote 
portions of the Union. Bach family could send one of its 
members across the line to mark out Ills claim, erect a 
cabin, and put in a small crop, sufficient to give him as 
valid a light to be deemed an actual settler and qualified 
voter as those who were being imported by the Emigrant 
Aid SocieUes. In an unoccupied Territory, where the lands 
have not been surveyed, and where there were no marks 
or lines to indicate the boundaries of sections and quarter- 
sections, and where no legal title could be had until after 
the surveys should be made, disputes, quarrels, violence, 
and bloodshed might have been expected as the natural 
vid inevitable consequences of such extraordinary systems 
of emigration, which divided and arrayed the settlers into 
two great hostile parties, each having an inducement to 
claim more than was his nght, in order to hold it for some 
new-comer of his own party, and at the same time prevent 
persons belonging to the opposite party from settling in the 
neighborhood. As a result of this state of things, the 
great mass of emigrants from the northwest and from 
.other States who went there on theLr own account, with no 
other object, and influenced by no other motives than to 
Improve their condition and secure good homes for their 
families, were compelled to array themselves under the 
banner of one of these hostile parties, in order to insure pro- 
tection to themselves and then: claims against the aggress- 
ions and violence of the other. 

On the 29th of November, 1864, the first elec- 
tion in the Territory was held for a delegate to 
Congress. This was a very short time after the 
arrival of the Free State emigrants in suffi- 
cient bodies to protect themselves. At this 
election, according to the returns, J. W. Whit- 
field had received 2,268 votes ; other persons, 
676. Whitfield, of course, received the Gover- 
nor's certificate, but great dissatisfaction was 
expressed by the Free State settlers, charging 
that many of the votes received by Whitfield 
were given by men living in Missouri ; and it 
afterward appeared that at the time of the first 
election there were but 1,114 legal voters in the 
Territory. Nevertheless, the report continues : 

Certain it is, that there could not havPl>een a sjrstem of 
fraud and violence such as has been charged by the agents 
and supporters of the emigrant aid societies, unless the 
Governor and Judges of election were parties to it ; and 
your committee are not prepared to assume a fact so dis- 
reputable to them, and so improbable upon the state of 
facts presented, without specific charges and direct proof. 
In the absence of all proof and probable truth, the charge 
that the Missourians had invaded the Territory and con- 
trolled the congressional election by fraud and violence 
was cfarculated throughout the Free States, and made the 
basis of the most inflammatory appeals to all men opposed 
to the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska act to em^ate 
or send emigrants to Kansas, for the purpose of repelling 
the invaders, and assisting their friends who were then in 
the Territory in putting down the slave-power, and prohi- 
biting Slavery in Kansas, with the view of making it a 
Free State. Exaggerated accounts of the large number 
of emigrants on their way under the auspices of the emi- 
grant aid companies, with the view of controlling the elec- 
tion for members of the Territorial Legislature, which was 
to take place on the 80th of March, 1865, were published 
and circulated. These accounts, being republish^ and be- 
lieved in Missouri, where the excitement had already been 
inflamed to a fearful intensity, induced a corresponding 



effort to send at least an equal number, to counteract tb« 
apprehended result of the new importation. 

The report then gives a history of the Legisla- 
ture elected March 80th, 1866, its removal from 
Pawnee Citv to the Shawnee Mission, its subse- 
quent quarrel with Gov. Reeder, and continues : 

A few days after. Governor Reeder dissolved his official 
relations with the legislature, on account of the removal 
of the seat of government, and while that body was still 
in session, a meeting was called by '* many voters," to hs- 
semble at Lawrence, on the 14th or 15th of Aupist, ISTio, 
" to take into consideration the propritjty of calling a Ter- 
ritorial Convention, preliminary to the formation of a State 
Government, and other subjects of public interest." At 
that meeting, the following preamble and resolutions were 
adopted with but one dissenting voice : 

" Whereat, the people of Kansas Territory liave bepn Hinco 
the settlement, and now are, without any law-making power ; 
therefore 

" ^e U refoived, That we, the people of Kansas Territory, in 
mass meeting assembled, irrespective of party di!%?i;icvoni>, in- 
fluenced by a common necessity, and grejitly desirmis nf pro- 
moting the common good, do hereby call upon and rpqu<!flt all 
bona fide citizens of Kansas Territory, of whatever political 
views and predilections, to consult together in their respective 
election districts, and in mass convention or otherwise, elect 
three delegates for each representative in (he legislative as- 
sembly, by proclamaUon of Governor Reeder of date KNh 
March, 1866 ; said delegates to assembly in convention at the 
town of Topeka, on the 19th day of September, IS5A, then and 
there to consider and determine upon all subjects of public in- 
terest, and particularly upon that having reference to the 
speedy formation of a State Constitution, with an Intention of 
an immediate application to be admitted as a State into the 
Union of the United States of America." 

This meeting, so far as your Committee have been able 
to ascertain, was the first step in that series of proceedings 
which resulted in the adoption of a Constitution and State 
Government, to be put in operation on the 4th of the pre- 
sent month, in subversion of the Territorial Government 
established under the authority of Congress. The right to 
set up the State Government in defiance of the constitu- 
ted authorities of the Territory, is based on the assumption 
" that the people of Kansas Territory have been since its 
settlement, and now are, without any law-making power ;" 
in the face of the well-known fact, that the Territorial Le- 
gislature was then in session, in pursuance of the pro- 
clamation of Governor Reeder, and the organic law of the 
Territory. 

The report then proceeds to narrate the cir- 
cumstances attending the formation of a State 
Government in Michigan, Arkansas, Florida and 
California, and states that ** in every instance 
the proceeding has originated with, and been 
conducted in subordination to, the authority of 
the local governments established or recognized 
by the Government of the United States." It 
then refers to the case of the effort to change 
the organic law, made in Rhode Island some 
years ago, from which it says the " insurgents" 
(as the Free-State party in Kansas is called) 
" can derive no aid or comfort." 

The following concludes the Report ; the 

words in Italics below perhaps explain in what 

sense the people of a Territory are "perfectly free 

to form their own institutions, in their own way :" 

Without deeming it necessary to express any opinion <m 
this occasion, in reference to the merits of that contro- 
versy, rreferring to Rhode Island,] it is evident that the 
principles upon which it was conducted are not involved 
in the revolutionary struggle now going on in Kansas ; for 
the reason, that ths sovereignty of a Territory remaine 
in abeyo/ncs^ suspended in tke United States^ in trust 
for the people^ until theyshaU be admitted into the 
Union as a State. In the meanHme^ they are entitled 
to en^oy and eaoereise all the primleges and rights of 
self-aovem'inenty in subordination to tike ConsUtuiion 
of the United States^ a/nd in obedience to their organie 
ifttd passed by Congress in pursuance of thai instru- 
mem. These rights and privileges are all derived from 
the Constitution, through the act of Congress, and must be 
exercised and enjoyed in subjection to all the limitations 
and restrictions which that Constitution imposes. Hence, 
it is clear that the people of the Territory have no Inherent 
sovereign right, under the Constitution of the United States, 
to annul the laws and resist the authority of the Territorial 
government which Congress has established in obedienoe 
to the Constitution. 
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In tracing, step by step, the oiigih and history of these ! to their admission into the Union on an equal footing with 



the original 8tates, so soon as it shall appear, by a censuk 
to be tuken under the direction of the Governor, by the 
authority of the Legislature, that the Territory contatos 
ninety-three tliousand, four hundred and twenty inhabi- 
tants — that being the number required by the present ratio 
of representation for a member of Congress. 

In compliance with the other recommendation, your 
Committee propose to offer to tlie appropriation bill an 
amendment appropriating such sum as shall be found ne> 
cessary, by the estimates to be obtahied, for the purpose 
indicated in the recommendation of the President. 

All of which is respectfully submitted to the Senate by 
your Committee. 

Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, the Republican 
member %>i' same Committee, eubmitted a mi» 
nority report, in which he says : 

.-* »«»»...<..<. »».« »..»p^ ...X. v.^ Thirteen of the present prosperous States of this Union 
mestic institutions of Kansas, in defiance of the wishes, I passed through the period of apprenticeship or pupilage 

, of the people of that Terri- 1 of territorial tra&ing, under the. guardianship of Congress, 



Kansas difficulties, your Committee have been profoundly 
impressed with the significant fact, that each one has re- 
solted from an attempt to violate or circumvent the prin- 
ciples and provisions of the act of Congress for the organ- 
isation of Kansas and Nebraska. The leading idea and 
fundamental principle of the Kansas-Nebraska act, as ex- 
pressed ia the law itself, was to leave the ctctual ett- 
tiers and bona>-fide inhabitants of each Territory 
^'per/ectip free to form and regtuate their domestic 
institutions in their oum <oay, subject only to the Con- 
stitution of the United States.^^ while this is declared 
to be the '* true intent and meaning of the act," those 
who were opposed to allowing the people of Uie Territory, 
preparatory to their admission into the Union as a State, 
to decide the Slavery question for themselves, failhig to 
accomplish their purpose in the halls of Congress, and un- 
der the authority of the Constitution, hnmediately resorted, 
in their respective States, to unusual and extraordinary 
means to control tiie political destinies and shape the do 



and regardless of the rights, 

tory, as guaranteed by their organic law. Combinations, 
in one section of the Union, to stimulate an unnatural and 
false system of emigration, with the view of controlling 
the elections, and forcing the domestic Institutions of the 
Territory to assimilate to those of the non-slaveholding 
States, were followed, as might have been foreseen, by the 
use of similar means in the slaveholdhig States, to pro- 
duce directly the opposite result. To these causes, and to 
these alone, in the opinion of your Committee, may be 
traced the origin and progress of all the controversies and 
disturbances with which Kansas is now convulsed. 

If these unfortunate troubles have resulted, as natural 
consequences, from unauthorized and improper schemes 
of foreign interference with the internal affairs anfl domes- 
tic concerns of the Territory, it is apparent that tlie remedy 
must be sought in a strict adherence to the principles and 
rigid enforcement of the provisions of the organic law. 
In this connection, your Committee feel sincere satisfaction 
in commending the messages and proclamation of the Pre- 
sident of the United States, in which we have the gratify- 
ing assm*ance that the supremacy of the laws will be main- 
tained; that rebellion will be crushed; that insurrec- 
tion will be suppressed ; that aggressive intrusion for the 
purpose of deciding elections, or any other purpose, will 
be repelled ; that unauthorized intermeddling in the local 
concerns of the Territory, both from adjoining and distant 
States, will be prevented; that the federal and local laws 
will be vindicated against all attempts at organized resist- 
ance ; and that the people of the Territory will be pro- 
tected in the establishment of their own institutions, undis- 
turbed by encroachments tram without, and In the full en- 
joyment of the rights of self-government assured to them 
by the Constitution and the organic law. 

In view of these assurances, given under the conviction 
that the existing laws confer all the authority necessary to 
the performance of these important duties, and that the 
whole available force of the United States will be exerted 
to the extent required for their performance, your Com- 
mittee repose in entire confidence that peace, and security, 
and law, will prevail in Kansas. If any further evidence 
were necessary to prove that all the collisions and difficul- 
ties in Kansas have been produced by the schemes of for- 
dgn Interference which have been developed in this re- 
port, in violation of the principles and in evasion of the 
provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska act, it may be found in 
the fact that in Nebraska, to which the emigrant-aid socle- 
ties did not extend their operations, and into which the 
stream of emigration was permitted to flow in its usual 
and natural channels, nothing has occurred to disturb the 
peace and harmony of the Territory, while the principle of 
■elf-government, in obedience to the Constitution, has had 
fair play, and is quietly working out its legitimate results. 
It now onlv remains for your Committee to respond to 
the two specific recommendations of the President, in his 
special message. They are as follows : 

*' This, it seems to me, can be best accomplished by provid- 
ing that, when the inbiibitants cH Kansas may desire ii, and 
shall be of sufficient numbers to constitute a State, a conven- 
tion of delegates, duly elected by the qualified voters, shall 
assemble to frame a Constitution, and thus prepare, through 
regular and lawful means, for its admission into the Union as 
a State. I respectfully recommend the enactment of a law to 
that effect. 

" I recommend, also, that a special appropriation be made 
to defray any expense which may become requisite in the 
executiou of the laws, or the maintenance of public order in 
the Territory of Kansas." 

In compliance with the first recommendation, your Com- 
mittee ask leave to report a bill authorishig the Legislature 
of the Territory to provide by law for the election of dele- 
gates by the people, and the assembling of a Convention 
to form a Constitution and State Government preparatory 



preparatory to assuming their proud rank of manhood 
as sovereign and independent States. This period of 
their pupilage was, in every case, a period of the good offi- 
ces of parent and chUd, in the kind relationship sustained 
between the National and the Territorial Government, 
and may be remembered with feelhigs of gratitude and 
pride. We have fallen on different times.^ A territory of 
our government Is now convulsed with violence and dis- 
cord, and the whole family of our nation is in a state of 
excitement and anxiety. The National Executive power 
is put in motion, the army in xequiMtion, and Congiess is 
invoked for interference. 

In this case, as In all others of difficulty, it becomes ne- 
cessary to inquire what is the true cause of existmg trou- 
ble, fax order to apply effectual cure. It is but a temporanr 
palliative to deal with the external and more obvious mani- 
festations and developments, while the real, procuring 
cause lies unattended to, and uncorrected, and unre- 
moved. 

It is said that organized opposition to law exists in Kan- 
sas. That, if existmg, may probably be suppressed by the 
President, by the use of the army ; and so, too, may inva- 
sions by armed bodies from Missouri, if the Executive be 
sincere in its efforts ; but when this is done, while the cause 
of trouble remains, the results will continue with renewed 
and Increased developments of danger. 

Let us, then, look fairly and undisguisedly at this sub- 
ject, in lt« true character and history. Wherein does this 
Kansas Territory differ from all our other Territories which 
have been so peacefully and successfully carried through, 
and been developed into the manhood of independent 
States? Can that difference account for existing trou- 
bles ? Can that difference, as a cause of trouble, be re- 
moved ? , «, 

The first and gteat point of difference between the Ter- 
ritorial government of Kansas and that of the thirteen 
TerritorUil governments before mentioned, consists In the 
subject of Slavery-— the undoubted cause of present 
trouble. 

The action of Congress In relation to all these thtrteen 
Territories was conducted on a umjorm and prudent 
principle, to wit: To settle, by a clear provision, iha 
law hi relation to the subject qf Slavery to be opera- 
tive in tiie Territory, vohUe it remained such; not 
leaving it in any one of those cases to be a subject of con- 
troversy within this same, while va the plastic gristie of its 
youth. This was done by Congress in the exercise of the 
same power which molded the form of their organic laws, 
and appointed thefa: executive and judiciary, and some- 
thnes their legislative officers ; it was the power provided 
in the Constitution, in these words : " Congress shall have 
power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting the territory or other property belong- 
ing to the United States." Settling the subject of Slavery 
while the country remained a Territory, was no higher ex- 
ercise of power in Congress, than the regulation of the func- 
tions of the territorial government, and actually appointing 
its principal f unctionaiies. This practice commenced with 
this National Government, and was continued, with unin- 
terrupted uniformity, for more than sUeiy years. This 
practical contemporaneous construction of the constitu- 
tional power of this government is too dear to leave 
room for doubt, or opportunity for skepticism. The peace, 
prosperity, and success which attended tUs course, and 
the results which have ensued, in the formation and ad- 
mission of the thirteen States therefrom, are most conclu- 
sive and satisfactory evidence, also, of the wisdom and 
prudence with which this power was exercised. Deluded 
must be that people who, in the pursuit of plausible theo- 
ries, become deaf to the lessons, and blind to the resulti^ 
of their own experienc*. 
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Let us next inquire by wliat rule of uniformity Congress 
was governed, in thA exercise of this power of determining 
the condition of each Territory as to Slavery, while remahi- 
ing a Territory, as manifested in those thirteen instances. 
An examination of our history will show that this was not 
done from time to time by agitation and local or party 
triumphs in Congress. The rule pursued was uniform and 
clear ; and, whoever may have lokt by it, peace and pros- 
perity have been gained. That rule was this : 

Where Slavery was actually existing in a country to any 
considerable or general extent, it was (though somewhat 
modified as to further importation in some instances, as in 
Mississippi and Orleans Territories) suffered to remain. 
1'he fact that it had been talcen and existed there, was 
taken as an indication of its adaptation and local utility. 
Where Slavery did not in fact exist to any appreciable ex- 
tent, the same was, by Congress, expressly prohibited ; so 
that in either case the country was settled up without dffi- 
culty or doubt as to the character of its institutions. In no 
instance was this difficult and disturbing subject left to the 
people who had and who might settle in the Territory, to 
be there an everlasting bone of contention, so long as the 
Territorial government should continue. It was ever re- 
garded, too, as a subject in wiiich the whole country had 
an interest, and, therefore, improper for local legislation. 

And though, whenever the people of a Territory come to 
form their own organic law, as an independent State, they 
would, either before or after their admission as a State, 
form and mold thehr institutions, as a Sovereign State, in 
their own way, yet it must be expected, and has always 
proved true, that the State has taken the character her 
pupilage has prepared her for, as well in respect to Slavery 
as in other respects. Hence, six of the thirteen States are 
Free States, because Slavery was prohibited in them by 
Congress, while Territories, to wit : Ohio, Indiana, Illinois^ 
Mictiigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa. Seven of the thirteen 
are slaveholding States, because Slavery was allowed in 
them by Congress wliile they were Territories, to wit : Ten- 
nessee. Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas 
and Uissourl. 

Un the 6th of March, a.d. 1820, was passed by Con- 
gress the act preparatory to the admission of theSiate of 
Missouri Into the Union. Much controversy and discus- 
sion arose on the question whether a prohibition of 
Slavery within said Scate should be inserted, and it re- 
sulted in this : that said State should be admitted without 
such prohibition, but that Slavery should heforeeirprO' 
hibiUd in the rest of that country ceded to us by France 
lying north of 86* 80' north latitude, and it was so done. 
Tliis contract is known as the MiMouri Compromise, 
Under this arrangement, Missouri was admitted as a 
slaveholding ^tate, the same having been a slaveholding 
Territory. Arkansas, south of the line, was formed into 
a Territory, and Slavery allowed therein, and afterward 
admitted as a slaveholding State. Iowa was made a 
Territory north of the line, and, liuder the operation of 
the law, was settled up without slaves, and admitted as a 
free State. The country now making the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska, in 1820, was almost or entirely 
uninhabited, and lay north of said line, and whatever 
settlers entered the same before IbM, did so under that 
law, forever forbidding Slavery therein. 

In 1854, Congress passed an act establishing two new 
Territories — Nebraska and Kansas — in this region of 
country, where Slavery had been prohibited fur more 
than thirty years ; and, instead of leaving said law against 
Slavery in operation, or prohibiting or expressly allowing 
or establishing Slavery, Congress left the subject in said 
Territories, to be discussed, agitated, and legislated on, 
from time to time, and the elections in said Territories to 
be conducted witii reference to that subject, from year to 
year, so long as they should remain Territories; for, 
whatever laws might be passed by the Territorial legisla- 
tures on this subject, must be sul\ject to change or repeal 
by those of the succeeding years. In most former Terri- 
iurial governments, it was provided by Uw that their 
laws were subject to the revision of Congress, so that 
they would be made with caution. In these Territories, 
that was omitted. 

The provision in relation to Slavery in Nebraska and 
Kansas is as follows : '' The eighth section of the act pre- 
paratory to the admission of Missouri into the Union 
^which being inconsistent with the principle of non-inter- 
vention by Congress with Slavery in the States and Ter- 
ritories, as required by the legislation of 185U, commonly 
called the Compromise Measures) is hereby declare<l 
inoperoHvt <ind void; it being the true Intent and 
meaning of this act not to legislate Slavery into said Ter- 
ritory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave 
the people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate 
their domestic instliutions iu their own wxy, subject only 
to the Constitution of the United States : Provided^ 
!lhat nothing herein contained shall be con^itrued to 



revive or put in force any law or regulation which may 
have existed prior to the act of 6 March, 1820, either pro- 
tecting, eHabUshing, prohibiting, or aboli!«hing Slavery." 
Thus it was promulgated to the people of this whole 
country that here was a clear field for competition — ^au 
open course for the race of rivalsbip; the goal of which 
was, the ultimate establishment of a sovereign State ; nii«l 
the prise, the reward of everlasting liberty and its institu- 
tion!} on the one hand, or the perpetuity of Slavery aiul 
its concomitants on the other. It is the obvious duty ttf 
this government, while this law continues, to see tlii.^ 
manifesto faithfully, and honorably, and honestly per- 
formed, even though its particular supporters may nee 
cause of a result unfavorable to their hopes. 

It is further to be observed that, in the performance of 
tills novel experiment, it was provided that all whi>e 
men who became inhabitants in Kansas were entitled to 
vote without regard to their Hme of residence^ uiiUMlly 
provided in other Territories. Nor was tliis right of 
voting confined to American citizens, but included all 
such aliens .as had declared, or would declare, on oatli, 
their intention to become citizens. Thus was the procla- 
mation to the world to become inhabitants of Kansas, and 
enlist in this great enterprise, by the force of numbers, 
by vote, to decide for it the great question. Was it to be 
expected that this great proclamation for the political 
tournament would be listened to with indifference and 
apathy? Was it prepared and presented in that spirit ? 
Did it relate to a subject on which the people were cool 
or indifferent ? A large part of the people of this country 
look on domestic Slavery as *' only evil, and that con- 
tinually," alike to master and to slave, and to the com- 
munity ; to be left alone to the management or enjoy- 
ment of the people of the States where it exists, but not 
to be extended, more especially as it gives, or may give, 
political supremacy to a minority of the people of this 
country in the United States government. On the other 
hand, many of the people of another part of the United 
States regard Slavery, if not In the abstract a blessing, at 
least as now existing, a condition of society b^t for 
both white and black, while they exist together ; while 
others regard it as no evil, but as the highest state of 
social condition. These consider that they cannot, with 
safety to their interests, permit political ascendency to 
be lai'frely In the hands of those unfriendly to this j>«cv- 
liar institution. From these conflicting views, long and 
violent has been the controversy, and experience seems 

to ^)ow it interminable 

A succinct statement of the exercise and progress of 
the material events in Kansas is this : After the passage 
of this law, establishing the Territory of Kansas, a large 
body of settlers rapidly entered into said Territory with a 
view to permanent inhabitancy therein. Most of these 
were from the Free States of the West and North,.w)to 
probably intended by their votes and influence to estab- 
lish there a Free State, agreeably to the law which invited 
them. Some part of those from the Nortliern States had 
been encouraged and aided in this enterprise> by the 
Emigrant Aid Society formed in Massachusetts, which 
put forth some exertions In this laudable object, by open 
and public measures, in providing facililies for transpor- 
tation to all peaceable citisens who desired to become per- 
manent settlers in said Territory, and providing there- 
in hotels, mill^, etc., for the public accommodation of that 
new country. 

The Governor of Kansas, having, in pursuance of law, 
divided the territory into districts, and procured a census 
thereof, issued his proclamation for the election of a 
Legislative Assembly therein, to take place on the 80th 
day of March, 1855, and directed iiow the same should 
be conducted, and the returns made to him agreeable to' 
the law establishing said Territory. On the day of election, 
large bodies of armed men from tiie State of Missouri, 
appeared at the polls in most of the districts, and, by 
most violent and tumultuous carriage and demeanor, 
overawed the defenseless inhabitants, and by their own 
votes elected a large majority of the members of both 
Houses of said Assembly. On the returns of said elec- 
tion being made to the Governor, protests and objections 
were made to him in relation to a part of said districts ; 
and as to them, he set aside such, and such only, as by 
the returns appeared to be bad. In relation to others, 
covering. In ail, a majority of the two Houses, equally 
vicious in fact, but apparently good by formal returns, 
the inhabitants thereof, borne down by said violence and 
intimidation, scattered and discouraged, and laboring 
under apprehensions of personal violence, refrained and 
desisted from presenting any protest to the Governor in 
relation thereto ; and he, then uninformed in relation 
thereto. Issued certificates to the members who appeared 
by said formal returns to have been elected. 

In relation to those districts which the Governor so set 
aside, orders w are by him issued for new elections. Iu 
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one of these districtg, the same proceedings were repeated 
by men from Missouri, and in others not, and certificates 
were issued to the persons elected. 

This legislative assembly, so elected, assembled at Paw- 
nee, on the second day of July, 1855, that being the time 
and place for holding said meeting, as fixed by the Gov- 
ernor, by authority of law. On assembling, the said 
houses proceeded to set aside and reject those members 
so elected on said second election, except in the district 
where the men from Missouri had, at said election, chosen 
tlie same persons they had elected at the said first election, 
and they admitted all of the said first-elected members. 

A legislative assembly, so created by military force, 
by a foreign invasion. In violation of the organic law, was 
but. a usurpation. No act of its own, no act or neglect of 
'lie Governor, could legalise or sanctify it. Its own 
decisions as to its own Itrgality are like its laws, but tiie 
rruit« of its own usurpation, which no Governor could 
legitimate 

Ttte people of Kansas, thus invaded, subdued, oppressed 
and insulted, seeing their Territorial Government (such 
only in form) perverted into an engine to crush them in 
the dust, and to defeat and destroy the professed object 
of their organic law, by depriving them of the ^^ perfect 
/reedom" therein provided ; and finding no ground to 
hope for rights in that organisation, they proceeded, 
under the guaranty of the United States Constitution, 
** peaceably to assemble to petition the Government for 
the redress of (their) grievances." Tney saw no earthly 
source of relief but in tiie formation of a State Govern- 
ment by the people, and the acceptance and ratification 
thereof by Congress. 

It is true that, in several Instances in our political his- 
tory, the people of a Territory have been authorized by 
an act of Congress to form a State Constitution, and, 
after so doing, were admitted by Congress. It is quite 
obvious that no such authority could be given by the act 
of the Territorial Government. That clearly has no 
power to create another Government, paramount to it- 
self. It is equally true that, in numerous instances in 
our history, the people of a Territory have, without any 
previous act of Congress, proceeded to call a Convention 
of the people by their delegates ; have formed a State Con- 
stitution, which has been adopted by the people, and a 
State Legislature assembled under it, and chosen Senators 
to Congress, and then have presented said Constitution 
to Congress, which has approved the same, and received 
the Senators and members of Congress who were chosen 
under it before Congress had approved the same. Such 
was the case of Tennessee ; such was the case of Mictii- 
gan, wiiere the people not only formed a State Constitu- 
tion without an act of Congress, but they actually put 
their State Government into full operation and passed 
laws, and it was approved by Congress by receiving it as 
a State. The people of Florida formed their Constitution 
without any act of Congress therefor, six years before 
they verh admitted into the Union. When the people of 
Arkansas were about forming a State Constitution with- 
out a previous act of Congress, in 1S85, the Territorial 
Governor applied to the President on the subject, who 
referred the matter to the Attorney-General, and his 
opinion, as then expressed and published, contained the 
following : 

** It is not in the power of the general assembly of Arkansas 
to pass any law for the purpose of electing members to a Con- 
vention to form a Constitution and State government, nor to 
do any other act, directly or indirectly, to create such govern- 
ment. Every such law, even though it were approved by the 
governor of the Territory, would be null and void ; if passed 
by them notwithstanding nis veto, by a vote of two-thirds of 
each branch, it would still be equally void." 

He further decided that it was not rebellious, or insur- 
rectionary, or even unlawful, for the people peaceably to 
proceed, even without an act of Congress, in forming a 
Constitution, and In so forming a State Constitution and 
80 far organising under the same as to choose the 
officers necessary for its representation in Congress, 
with a view to present the same to Congress for ad- 
mission, was a power wliich fell clearly within the 
right of the people to assemble and petition for redress. 
The people of Arkansas proceeded without an act of Con- 
gress, and were received into tlie Union accordingly. If 
any rights were derived to the people of Arkansas from 
tlie terms of the French treaty of cession, they equally 
extended to the people of Kansas, it being a part of tlie 
same cession. 

In this view of the sul^ect, in the first part of August, 
1855, a call was published in the public papers, for a 
meeting of the cltisens of Kansas, irrespective of party, to 
meet at Lawrence, in said Territory, on the 15th of said 
August, to take into consideration the propriety of call- 
ing a Convention of the people of the wiiole Territory, to 
consider that subject. That meeting was held'on the 15th 
i&y of August last, and it proceeded to call such Conven- 



tion of delegates to be electeil, ami 'o as^eoihip at ''npeka 
in said Territory, on thel9tli Uwy ot Sepietiib-r, l!>.!J5, not 
to form a Constitution, but to consider ilie jiroprieiy of 
calling, formally, a Convention for that piirp -^jt'. 

Delegates were elected agreeably to the proclamation 
so issued, and they met at Topeka on the fourth Tues- 
day in bctober, 1855, and formed a constitution, which 
was submitted to the people, and was ratified by tlieiu 
by vote in the districts. An election, of State officers 
and members of the State legislature has been had, and 
a representative to Congress elected, and it Ls intencled 
to proceed to the election of senators, with the view to 
present the same, with the constitution, to Congress for 
admission into the Union. 

Whatever views individuals may at times, or in meet- 
ings, have expressed, and whatever ultimate determina- 
tion may have been entertained in the result of being 
spurned by Congress, and refused redress, is now en- 
tirely Immaterial That cannot condemn or give char- 
acter to the proceedings thus far pursued. 

Many have honestly believed usurpation could make 
no law, and that if Congress made no further provisions 
they were well Justified in forming a law for themselves ; 
but it is not now necessary to consider that matter, as 
it is to be hoped that Congress will not leave thetn to 
such a necessity. 

Thus far, this effort of the people for redress is peace- 
ful, constitutional, and right. Whether it will succeed, 
rests with Congress to determine ; but clear it is that it 
should not be met and denounced as revolutionary, 
rebellious, insurrectionary, or unlawful, nor does it call 
for or justify the exercise of any force by any depart- 
ment of this government to check or control it. 

It now becomes proper to inquire what should be 
done by Congress ; for we are informed by the Presi- 
dent, in substance, that he has no power to correct a 
usurpation, and that the laws, even though made by 
usurped authority, must be by him enforced and ex- 
ecuted, even with military force. The measures of 
redress should be applied to the true cause of the diffi- 
culty. This obviously lies in the repeal of the clause 
for freedom in the act of 1820, and therefore, the true 
remedy lies in the entire repeal of the act of 1854, which 
effected it. Let this be done with frankness and mag- 
nanimity, and Kansas be organized anew as a Free Ter- 
ritory, and all will be put right. 

But, if Congress insist on proceeding with the experi- 
ment, then declare all the action by this spuiious, 
foreign legislative assembly utterly inoperative and void, 
and direct a reorganization, providing proper safeguards 
for legal voting and against foreign force. 

There is, however, another way to put an end to all 
this trouble there, and in the nation, without retracing 
steps or continuing violence, or by force compelling 
obedience to tyrannical laws made by foreign force ; 
and that is, by admitting that Territory as a iState, with 
her free constitution. True, indeed, her numbers are 
not such as give her a right to demand admission, be- 
ing, as the President informs us, probably only about 
twentyt-five thousand. The Constitution fixes no num- 
ber as necessary, and the importance of now settling 
this question may well justify Congress in admitting her 
as a State, at Uiis tlmej especially as we have good rea- 
son to believe that, if admitted as a State, and contro- 
versy ended, it will immediately fill up with a numer- 
ous and successful population. 

At any rate, it seems impossible to believe that Con- 
gress is to leave that people without redress, to have 
enforced upon them by the army of the nation these 
measures and laws of violence and oppression. Are 
they to be dragooned into submission ; Is that an ex- 
penment pleasant to execute on our own free people ? 

The true character of this transaction is matter of ex- 
tensive notoriety. Its essential features are too obvious 
to allow of any successful disguise or palliation, however 
complicated or ingenious may be the statements, or 
however special the pleadings, for that purpose. The 
case requires some quieting, kind and prudent treat- 
ment by the hand of Congress to do justice and satisfy 
the nation. The people of this country are peacefully 
relying on Congress to provide the competent measures 
of redress which they have the undoubted power to ad- 
minister. 

The Attorney-General, in the case of Arkansas, says : 
'' Congress may at pleasure repeal or modify the laws 
passed by the Territorial Legislature, and may at any 
time abrogate and remodel the legislature itself, and all 
the other departments of the Territorial Government." 

Treating this grievance in Kansas with ingenious ex- 
cuses, with neglect or contempt, or riding over the 
oppressed with an army, and dragooning them into sub- 
mission, will make no satisfactory termination. Party 
success may at times be temporarily secured by adroit 
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devices, plausible pretenses, and partisan address ; but 
the permanent preservation of this Union can be main- 
tained only by franlcness and integrity. Justice may be 
denied where it ought to be granted ; power may perpe- 
tuate that vassalage which violence and usurpation have 
produced; the subjugation of white freemen may be 
necessary, that African Slavery may succeed ; but such 
a course must not be expected to produce peace and 
satisfaction in our country, so long as the people retain 
aoty proper sentiment of justice, liberty, and law. 

J. COI.I.AMRR. 

The majority and minority Reports being re< 
ceived, various matters relating to Kansas were 
debated until the 19th of March, the House 
was brought to a vote on the proposition of 
the committee of elections to empower said 
eommittee to send to Kansas for persons and 
papers, which was modified on motion of Mr. 
Dunn, of Ind., so as to raise a special committee 
of three members, to be appointed by the 
Speaker. The resolutions raising this com- 
mittee gave it ample powers 

To inquire into and ' collect evidence in regard to 
the troubles in Kansas generally, and particularly in 
regard to any fraud or force attempted or practiced in 
reference to any of the elections which have taken 
' place in said Territory, either under the law organizing 
said Territory, or under any pretended law which may 
be alleged to have taken effect there since. That they 
shall fully investigate and take proof of all violent and 
tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, at any time 
since the passage of the Kansas Nebraska act, whether 
engaged in by the residents of said Territory, or by any 
person or persons from elsewhere going into said Terri- 
tory, and doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of 
violence or public disturbance against the laws of the 
United States, or the rights, peaoe, and safety of the 
residents of said Territory ; and for that purpose, said 
Committee shall have full power to send for, and ex- 
amine, and take copies of, all such papers, public re- 
cords, and proceedings, as in their judgment will be use- 
ful in the premises ; and also, to send for persons and 
examine them on oath, or affirmation, as to matters 
within their knowledge, touching the matters of said in- 
vesUgation; and said Committee, by their chairman, shall 
have power to administer all necessary oaths or affirma- 
tions connected with their aforesaid duties. That said 
Committee may hold their investigations at such places 
and times as to them may seem advisable, and that they 
have leave of absence from the duties of this House until 
they shall have completed such investigation. That they 
be authorised to employ one or more clerks, and one or 
more assistant sergeants-at-arms, to aid them in their 
investigation ; and may administer to them an oath, or 
affirmation, faithfully to perform the duties assigned to 
them, respectively, and to keep secret all matters 
which may come to their knowledge touching such in- 
vestigation, as sidd Committee may direct, until the 
Report of the same shall be submitted to this House ; 
and said Committee may discbarge any such clerk or 
assistant sergeant-at-arms for neglect of duty or disre- 
gard of Instructions in the premises, and employ others 
under like regulations 

The vote of the Slave States was unanimous 
against the investigation, 17 from the Free 
States voting with them. Yeas 101 ; Nays 93. 

The following are the negatives from tiie Free 
States : 

Nays — Against the Investigation : 

Mainb— Thomas J. D. Puller— 1. 

Nbw-York— John Kelly, WiUiam W. VaVt, John 
Wheeler, Thomcu H. Whitney— 4. 

Nkw-Jsrskt — Qeorge Vail— 1. 

Pbnmsylvakia — John Cadwalader, Thomas B. Flo- 
rence, J. Glaney Jones— 8. 

Indiana— William H. English, Smith Miller— 2. 

Michigan — George W. Peck — 1. 

Illinois — James C. Allen, Thomas Ij. Harris, Bamuel 
6. Marshall, William A. Richardson— 4. 

Caufo&nia— Philemon T. Herbert— 1. 

So the resolution prevailed, and Messrs. Wil- 
liam A. Howard, of Michigan, John Sherman, 
of Ohio, and Mordecai Oliver, of Missouri, were 
appointed the Committee of Investigation there- 
by required. 



These gentlemen 'proceeded to Kansas, and 
spent several weeks there in taking testimony as 
to the elections, etc., which had taken place in 
that Territory. The testimony thus taken forms 
a volume of nearly twelve hundred large and 
closely-printed pages, the substance of which 
was summed up on their return by the majority 
(Messrs. Howard and Sherman), in the following 

BBPOBT ON THE OUTRAGES IN KANSAS. 

A Journal of proceedings, including sundry communica- 
Uons made to and by the Committee was kept, a copy of 
which is herewith submitted. The testimony also is here- 
with submitted ; a copy of it has been made and arranged 
not according to the order in which it was taken, but so as 
to present, as clearly as possible, a consecutive history of 
events in the Territory, from its organkation to the 19th 
day of March, a. d. 1896. 

Your Committee deem it their duty to state, as briefly as 
possible, the principal facts proven before them. When 
the act to organize the Territory of Kansas was passed on 
the 24th day of May, 1854, the greater portion of its eastern 
border was included in Indian reservations not open for 
settlement ; and there were but few white settlers in any 
portion of the Territory. Its Indian population was ra- 
pidly decreasing, while many emigrants from different parts 
of our country were anxiously waiting the extinction of 
the Indian title, and the establishment of a Territorial 
Covemment, to seek new homes on its fertile prairies. It 
cannot be doubted that, if its condition as a free Territory 
had been left undisturbed by Congress, its settlement 
would have been rapid, peaceftil, and prosperous. Its 
climate, soil, and Its easy access to the older settlements, 
would have made it the favored course for tiie tide of 
emigration constantly flowing to the West, and by this 
time it would have been admitted into the Union as a I^ee 
State, without the least sectional excitement. If so organ- 
ized, none but the kindest feeling could have existed be- 
tween it and the adjoining State. Their mutual interests 
and intercourse, instead of, as now, endangering the har- 
mony of the Union, would have strengthened the ties of 
national brotherhood. The testimony clearly shows, that 
before the proposition to repeal the Missouri Compromise 
was introduced into Congress, the people of western Mis- 
souri appeared indifferent to the prohibition of Slavery 
in the Territory, and neither asked nor desired its repeat 

When, however, the prohibition was removed by the 
action of Congress, the aspect of affairs entirely changed. 
The whole country was agitated by the reopening of a. 
controversy which conservative men in different sections 
hoped had been settled, in every State and Territory, by 
Some law beyond the danger of repeal The excitement 
which has always accompanied the discussion of the 
Slavery question was greatly hicreased, by the hope on 
the one hand of extending Slavery into a region from which 
it had been excluded by law, and on the other by a sense 
of wrong done by what was regarded as a dishonor of 
a national compact. This excitement was naturally trans- 
ferred into the border counties of Missouri and the Terri- 
tory, as settlers favoring free or slave institutions moved 
into it. A new difficulty soon occurred. Different con- 
structions were put upon the organic law. It was con- 
tended by the one party that the right to hold slaves In 
the Territory existed, and that neither the people nor the 
Territorial Legislature could prohibit Slavery— that that 
power was alone possessed by the people when they were 
authorized to form a State government. It was con- 
tended that the removal of the restriction virtually estab- 
Ushed Slavery in the Territory. This claim was urged by 
many prominent men in western Missouri, who actively 
engaged hi the affairs of the Territory. Every movement, 
of whatever character, wldch tended to estabUsh free insti- 
tutions, was regarded as an interferense with their .rights. 

Within a'few days after the organic law passed, and as 
soon as its passage could be known un the border, leading 
citizens of Missouri crossed Into the I'-^rritory, held squat- 
ter meetings, and then returned to tiieir homes. Among 
their resolutions are the following : 

" That we will afford protecttoo to no Abolitionist as a settler 
of this Territory." 

" That we recognize the insUtiition of Slavery as already ex- 
isting in this Territory, and advise slaveholders to introduce 
iheir property as early as possible." 

Similar resolutions were passed in Taiions parts pf the 
Territory, and by meetings In several counties of Missouri. 
Thus the first effect of the repeal of the restriction against 
Slavery was to substitute the resolves of squatter meetings, 
composed almost exclusively of Missourians, for the delibe- 
rate action of Congress, acquiesced in for 85 years. 

This unlawful Interference has been continued in every 
important event in the history of the Territory : ev^t 
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electit^ has been controlled, not by the actual settlers, 
but by citizens of Missouri ; and, as a consequence, every 
officer in the Territory, Arom constables to legislators, ex- 
cept those appointed by the President, owe their positions 
to non-resident voters. None have been elected by the 
settlers ; and your Committee have been unable to find 
that any political power whatever, however unimportant, 
has been exercised by the people of the Territory. 

In October, a. d. 1854, Governor A. II. Keeder and the 
other officers appointed by the President arrived in the 
Territory. Settlers firom all parts of tlie country were 
moving in in great numbers, making their claiius and 
building their cabins. About the same time, and before 
any election was or could be held in the Territory, a secret 
political society was formed in the State of Missouri It 
was known by different names, such as ** Social Band," 
"Friends' Society," "Blue Lodge," "The Sons of the 
South." Its members were bound together by secret 
oaths, and they had passwords, signs, and grips, by which 
they were known to each other. Penalties were hnposed 
for violating the rules and secrets of the Order. "Wiitten 
minutes were kept of the proceedings of the Lodges, and 
the different Lodges were connected together by an effec- 
tive organisation. It embraced great numbers of the dU.- 
sens of Missouri, and was extended into other Slave States 
and into the Territory. Its avowed purpose was not onlv 
to extend Slavery into Kansas, but also into other terri- 
tory of the United States ; and to form a union of all the 
friends of that institution. Its plan of operating was to 
organize and send men to vote at the elections in the Ter- 
ritory, to collect money to pay their expenses, and, if 
necessary, to protect them in voting. It ateo proposed to 
induce Pro-Slavery men to emigrate Intci the Territory, to 
aid and sustain them while there, and to elect none to 
office but those friendly to their views. This dangerous 
society was controlled by men who avowed their purpose 
to extend Slavery into the Territory at all hazards, and 
was altogether the most effective instrument in orgaiiizing 
the subsequent armed invasions and forays. In lis Lodges 
in Missouri, the affairs of Kansas were discussed, the force 
necessary to control the election was divided Into bands, 
and leaders selected ; means were collected, and signs and 
badges were agreed upon. While the great body of the 
actual settlers of the Territory were relying upon the 
rights secured to them by the organic law, and had formed 
no organization or combination whatever, this conspiracy 
against their rights was gathering strength In Missouri, and 
would have been sufficient at their first election to have 
overpowered them. If they had been imlted to a man. 

Your Committee had great difficulty In eliciting the 
proof of the details In regard to this secret society. One 
witness, member of the lei^lative council, refused to 
answer questions In reference to it. Another declined to 
answer fully, because to do so would result to liis iojury. 
Others could or would only answer as to the general pur- 
poses of the Society, but sufficient is disclosed in the 
testimony to show the infiuence it had in controlling the 
elections in the Territory. 

The first election was for a Delegate to Congress. It was 
appointed for the 29th of November, 1S54. The Governor 
divided the Territory into seventeen Election-Districts ; 
appointed Judges and prescribed jH-oper rules for the 
election. In the 1st, Hid, Tlllth, IXth, Xth, Xllth, 
Xlllth, and XYIIth Districts there appears to have been 
but little if any fraudulent voting. 

The election in the Ild District was held at the village 
of Douglas, nearly fifty miles firom the Missouri line. On 
the day before the election, large companies of men 
came into the district In Wagons and on horseback, and 
declared that they were from the State of Missouri, and 
were going to Douglas to vote. On the morning^of the 
election, they gathered around the bouse where the elec- 
tion was to be held. Two of the judges appointed by 
the Governor did not appear, and other judges were 
elected by the crowd. All then voted. In order to 
make a pretense of right to vote, some persons of the 
company kept a pretended register. of squatter claims, 
on which any one could enter his name and then assert 
he had a claim in the Territory. A citizen of the district 
who was himself a candidate for Delegate to Congress^ 
was told by one of the strangers, that he would be 
abused and probably killed if he diallenged a vote. He 
was seized by the collar, called a d— d Abolitionist, and 
was compelled to seek protection in the room with the 
Judges. About the time the polls were closed, these 
strangers mounted their horsei and got' Into their wagons 
and cried out : 

" All aboard for Westport and Kansas City." A num- 
ber were recognized as residents of Missouri, and 
among them was Samuel H. Woodson, a leading lawyer 
of Independence. Of those whoite names are on the poll- 
books, 85 were resident settlers and 226 were not. 

The election in the lYth District was held at Dr. 



Chapman's, over 40 miles from the Missouri State line. 
It was a thinly-settled region, containing but 47 voters 
in February, 1855, when the census was taken. On the 
day before the election, from 100 to 150 citizens of Cass 
and Jackson Counties, Mo., came into this district, 
declaring their purpose to vote, and that they were 
bound to make Kansas a Slave State, if they did it at 
the point of the sword. Persons of the party on the way 
dritve each a stake in the ground and called it a claim — 
and in one case several names were put on one stake. 
The party of strangers camped all night near where the 
election was to be held, and in the morning were at the 
election-polls and voted. One of their party got drunk, 
and, to get rid of Dr. Chapman, a judge of the election^ 
they sent for him to come and see a sick man, and in h.s 
I absence filled his place with another judge, who was not 
sworn. They did not deny nor conceal that they were 
residents of Missouri, and many of them were recognized 
as such by others. They declared that they were bound' 
to make Kansas a Slave State. They insisted upon their 
right to vote in the Territory if they were In it one hour. 
After the election, they again returned to their homes in 
Missouri, camping over night on the way. 

We find upon the poll-books 161 names ; of these not 
over 80 resided in the Territory ; 181 were non-residents. 

But few settlers attended the election in the Vth Dis' 
trict, the district being large and the settlement scattered. 
82 votes were cast : of these between 20 and 80 were set- 
tlers, and the residue were dtizens of Missouri. They 
passed into the Territory by way of the Santa Fe road and 
by the residence of Dr. Westfall, who then lived on the 
western line of Missouri. Some little excitement arose at 
the polls as to the legality of their voting, but they did 
rote for General Whitfidd, and said they hitended to 
make Kansak a Slave State, and that they had claims in 
the Territory. Judge Teazle, judge of the court in Jack- 
son County, Missouri, was present, but did not vote. He 
said he did not intend to vote, but came to see that others 
voted. After the election, the Missourians returned the 
way they came. 

l%e election In the TIth District was held at Fort Scott, 
in the souUieast part of the Territory, and near the Mis- 
souri line. A party of about one hundred men, from Cass 
and the counties In Missouri south of it, went Into the 
Territory, travelhig about 45 miles, most of them with 
their wa^ns and tents, and camping out. They appeared 
at the place of election. Some attempts were made to 
swear Uiem, but two of the judges were prevailed upon 
not to do so, and none were sworn, and as many as chose 
voted. There were but few resident voters at the polls. 
The settlement was sparse — about 25 actual settlers voted 
out of 105 votes cast, leaving 80 illegal votes. After the 
voting was over, the Missourians went to their wagons and 
commenced leaving for home. 

The most shameless firaud practiced upon the rights of 
the settlers at this election was in the Vllth District. It 
Is a remote settlement, about 75 miles ft'om the Missouri 
line, and contained In February, a.d. 1855, three months 
afterward, when the census was taken, but 58 voters, and 
yet the poll-books show that 604 votes were cast. The 
election was held at the house of Frey McGee, at a place 
cidled " 110." But few of the actual settlers were present 
at the polls. A witness who formerly resided in Jackson 
County, Missouri, and was well acquainted with the citi- 
zens of that county, says that he saw a great many wagons 
and tents at the place of election, and many individuals 
he knew from Jackson County. He was in their tents, and 
conversed with some of them, and they told him they had 
come with the intention of voting. He went to the poUs 
Intending to vote for Flenniken, and his ticket being of a 
different color f^om the rest, his vote was challenged by 
Frey McGee, who had been appointed one of the judges, 
but did not serve. Lemuel Ralstone, a citizen of Missouri, 
was acting in his place. The witness then challenged the 
vote of a young man by the name of Nolan, whom he 
knew to reside In Jackson County. Finally, the thing was 
hushed up, as the witness had a good many friends there 
from that county, and It might lead to a fight If he chal- 
lenged any more votes. Both voted, and he then went 
down to their camp. He there saw many of his old ac- 
quaintances, whom he knew had voted at the election In 
August previous in Missouri, and who still resided in that 
State. By a careful comparison of the poll-lists with the 
census>rolls, we find but 12 names on the poll-book who 
were voters when the census was taken three months 
afterward, and we are satisfied that not more than 20 legal 
votes could have been polled at t^at election. The only 
residents who are known to hare voted are named by the 
witness, and are 18 in number— thus leaving 584 illegal 
votes cast in a remote district, where the settlers within 
many miles were acquainted with each other. 

The total number of white inhabitants in the Xlth 
District, in the month of February, ▲.o. 1855, including 
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tnen, womca and children, w.as 86, of whom W were 
voters— yet the poll-lists in this District show that 245 
vot«s were cast at this election. For reasons stated 
hereafter in regard to the election on the 8Uth of March, 
your Committee were unable to procure the attendance 
of witnesses from this District. From the records, it 
clearly appears that the votes cast could not have been 
by lawful resident voters. The best test, in the absence 
of direct proof, by which to ascertain the number of 
legal votes cast, is by a comparison of the census-roll 
with the poll-book— by which it appears that but 7 
resident settlers voted, and 288 votes were illegally and 
fruuduleutly cast. 

The election in the XI Vth District was held at the house 
of Benjamin ^arding, a few miles from the town of St. 
Joseph, Missouri. Before the polls were opened, a large 
number of citiaens of Buchanan County, Missouri, and 
among them many of the leading citisens of St. Joseph, 
were at the place of voting, and made a mHJority of the 
company present. At the time appointed by tlie Gov- 
ernor for opening the polls, two' of the Judges were not 
there, and it became the duty of the legal voters present 
to select other judges. The judge who was present* 
suggested the name of Mr. Waterson as one of the Judges 
— ^but the crowd voted down the proposition. Some dis- 
cussion then arose as to the right of non-residents to vote 
for judges, during which Mr. Bryant was nominated and 
elected by the crowd. Some one nominated Col. John 
Scott as the other judge, who was then and is now a 
resident of St. Joseph. At that time, he was the City At- 
torney at that place, and so continued until this spring, 
but he claimed that the night before he had come to the 
house of Mr. Bryant, and had engaged boarding for a 
month, and considered himself a resident of Kansas on 
that ground. The judges appointed by the Governor re- 
fused to put the nomination of Col. Scott to .vote, because 
he was not a resident. After some discussion. Judge 
Leonard, a cltiaen of Missouri, stepped forward and put 
the vote himself; and Mr. Scott was declared by him as 
elected by the crowd, and served as a judg6 of election 
that day. After the election was over, he returned to St. 
Jo.<eph, and never since has resided in the Territory. It 
is manifest that this election of a non-resident lawyer as 
a judge was imposed upon the settlers by the citizens of 
tiie State. When the board of judges was thus completed, 
the votiDg proceeded ; but the effect of the rule adopted by 
the judges allowed many, if not a majority of the non- 
residents, to vote. They claimed that their presence on 
the ground, especially when they had a claim in the 
Territory, gave them a right to vote — under that con- 
struction of the law, they readily, when rt-quired, swore 
they were *' residents," and then voted. By this evasion, 
as nearly as your Committee can ascertain from the testi- 
mony, as many as 50 illegal votes were cast in this Dis- 
trict out of 153, the whole number polled. 

The election in the XVth District was held at Pense- 
man's, on Stranger Creek, a few miles from Weston, 



Missouri. On the day of the election, a >a»"gc number of 
citiBens of Platte County, but chiefly from Weston and 
Platte City, came in small parties, in wagons and on 
horseback, to the polls. Among them were several ead- 
ing citizens of that town, and the names of many or tnem 
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are giveri by the witnesses. They _ 
upon their right to vote, on the ground that every luan 
having a claim in the Territory could vote, no matter 
where he lived. All voted who chose. No man was 
challenged or sworn. Some of the residents didjiot vote. 
Tiie purpose of the strangers in voting was declared to oe 
to make Kansas a Slave State. We find by the poll-books 
that 8)6 votes were cast— of these we And but oJ^re on 
the census-rolls as legal voters in February following. 
Your Committee is satisfied from the testimony that not 
over IW of those who voted had any right so to do, leav- 
ing at least 2"6 illegal votes cast. 

. The election in the XVIth District was held at Leaven- 
It was then a smaU village of three or Tout 
^located on the Delaware Reservation. There 
were bufipmparatlvely few settlers then in the distnct, 
but the nai»ber rapidly Increased afterward. On the 
day before aSion 'he day of the election, a great many 
citizens of PlahU, Clay and Ray counties crossed the 
river-most of thSto camping in tents and '^a&ons about 
the town, " like a cSsiltnieeting." They were in compa- 
nies or messes of ten to^filfteen in each, and numbered in 
all several hundred. The^^rought their own prov^ion 
and cooked It themselvesriM were generally armed. 
Many of them were known bW^e witnesses, and the r 
names given, and their names areVfo^nd upon «ie poll- 
books. Among them were severalVc'^^n* ° w hSn 
where they resided in Missouri, whXJ*^^^' «^j^fj ,7h« 
high official positions in that State. iHi^y ;='*'Th?^ ,^r« 
residents of the Territory, from the ^a^, tl and did 
then present, and insisted upon the right\r* ^** ^Vq make 
vote. Their avowed purpose in doing \° ^a^a around 
Kansas a Slave State. These strangers cr^*^ .f ^ settlers 



the polls, and it was with great difficulty 
coulii get to the polls. One resident attemp 
the polls in the afternoon, but was crowded 
back. He then went outside of the crowd an 
for Gen. Whitfield, and some of those who did 
him said, *' that's a good Pro-Slavery man," 
him over their heads so that he crawled on the 
and put in his vote. A person who saw from the 
his ticket that it was not for Gen. Whitfield, ci 
*' He Is a damned Abolitionist— let him down ;" ar 
dropped him. Others were passed to the polls 
same way, and others crowded up in the best wa 
could. After this mockery of an election was ove 
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non-residents returned to their homes in Missouri, 
the 812 votes cast, not over 150 were by legal voter^.^ ^f 
The following abstract exhibits the whule numbe/ - 
votes at this election, for each candidate ; the numb 
legal and illegal votes cast in each district ; and the 
her of legal votes in each district in February followi' 
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Thus yonr Committee find that in this, the first election 
In the Territory, a very large mnjority of the votes were 
cast by citisens of the State of Misaouri, in violation of the 
organic law of the Territory. Of the legal votes cast, 
Gen. Whitfield received a plurality. The settlers took 
but little interest in the election, not one-half of them vot- 
ing. This may be accounted for, from the fact that the 
settlements were scattered over a great extent — that the 
term of the Delegate to be elected was short—and tiiat 
the question of Free and Slave institutions was not gene- 
rally regarded by them as distinctly at issue. Under 
these circumstaocea, a systematic invasion from an 
adjoining State, by which large numbers of illegal votes 
were ca:!»t in remote and sparse settlements for the 
avowed purpose of extending Slavery into the Territory, 
even though It did not change the result of the election, 
was a crime of great magnitude. Its immediate effect 
vras to further excite the people of the Northern States- 
induce acts of retaliation, and exasperate the actual set- 
tlers against their neighbors in Missouri. 

In January and February, a.o. 1865, the Governor 
caused an enumeration to be taken of the Inhabitants and 
qualified voters in the Territory, an abstract of which is 
here given : 

Total poptdation. 8501 

Total voters ... 2906 

Natives of the United States 7161 

Of foreign birth 409 

Slaves 242 

Free negroes 151 

On the same day the census was completed, the Governor 
Issued his proclamation for an election to be held on the 80th 
of March, a.o. 1865, for members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory. It prescribed the boundaries of dis- 
tricts, the places for polls, the names of judges, the appoint- 
ment of membei^, and recited the qualification of voters. If 
it had been observed, a just and fair election would have re- 
flected the will of the people of the Territory. Before the 
election, false and inflammatory rumors were busily circula- 
ted among the people of Western Missouri The number and 
character of the emigration then passing into the Territory 
were grossly exaggerated and misrepresented. Through the 
active exertions of many of its leading citizens, aided by 
the secret societies before referred to, the passions and 
prejudices of the people of that State were greatly excited. 
Several residents there have testified to the character of 
the reports circulated among and credited by the people. 
These efforts were successful. By an organized move- 
ment, which extended from Andrew County in the north 
to Jasper County in the south, and as far eastward as 
Boone and Cole counties, companies of men were arranged 
In regular parties and sent into every council district in 
ths Territory^ and into eoery reprMentatvoe dintrict 
but one. The numbers were so distributed as to control 
the election in each district. They went to vote, and with 
the avowed design to make Kansas a Slave State. They 
were generally armed and equipped, carried with them 
their own provisions and tents, and so marched into the 
Territory. The details of this invasion ftrom the mass of 
the testimony taken by your committee are so voluminous 
that we can here state but the leading facts elicited. 

1st District— March 80, 1S55.— Lawrencb. 

The company of persons who marched into this district 
collected in Ray, Howard, Carroll, Boone, La Fayette, 
Randolph, Saline, and Cass counties, in the State of Mis- 
souri. Their expenses were paid— those who could not 
come contributing provisions, wagons, etc. Provisions were 
deposited for those who were expected to come to Lawrence, 
in the house of William Lykins, and were distributed among 
the Missourians after they arrived there. The evening 
before and the morning of the day of election, about 1000 
men from the above counties arrived at Lawrence, and 
encamped In a ravine a short distance Arom town, near 
the place of voting. They came in wagons — of which there 
were over one hundred — and on horseback, under the 
command of Colonel Samuel Young, of Boone County, Mis- 
souri, and Cluborne F. Jackson, of Missouri. They were 
armed with guns, rifles, pistols, and bowie-knives, and had 
tents, music, and flags with them. They brought with 
them two pieces of artillery, loaded with musket-balls. 
On their way to Lawrence, some of them met Mr. N. B. 
Blanton, who had been appointed one of the judges of 
election by Governor Reeder ; and, after learning from 
him that he consl'dered It Ills duty to demand an oath from 
them as to their place of residence, first attempted to 
bribe, and then threatened him with hanging, in order to 
induce him to dispense with that oath. In consequence 
of these threats, he did not appear at the polls the next 
morning to act as judge. 

The evening before the election, while in camp, the 
Missourians were called together at the tent of Captain 
Claiborne F. Jackson, and speeches were made to them 



by Colonel Toung and others, calling for volunteers to gtr 
to other districts where there were not Missourians enough 
to control the election, as there were more at Lawrence 
than were needed there. Many volunteered to go, and 
the morning of the election several companies, from 150 to 
200 men each, went off to Tecumseh, Hickory Point, 
Bloomlngton, and other places. On the moralng of the 
election, the Missourians came over to the place of voting 
from their camp. In bodies of one hundred at a time. Mr. 
Blanton not appearing, another judge was appointed hi 
his place — Colonel Young claiming that, as the people of 
the Territory had two judges, it was nothing more than 
right that the Missourians should have the other one, to 
look after their interests ; and Robert £. Cummins was 
elected in Blanton's stead, because he considered tliat 
every man had a right to vote if he had been in the Teiri- 
tory but an hour. The Missourians brought their tickets 
with ttiem ; but, not having enough, they had three hun- 
dred mor^ printed in Lawrence on the evening before and 
the day of election. They had white ribbons in their but- 
ton-holes to distinguish themselves from the settlers. 

When the voting commenced, the question of the legality 
of the vote of a Mr. Page was raised. Before It was de- 
cided. Colonel Samuel Young stepped up to the window 
where the votes were received, and said he would settle 
the matter. The vote of Mr. Page was withdrawn, and 
Colonel Young offered to vote. He refused to take the 
oath prescribed by the Governor, but swore he was a resi- 
dent of the Territory, upon which his vote was received. 
He told Mr. Abbott, one of th'j judges, when asked if he 
intended to make Kansas his future home, that it was 
none of his business ; that if he were a resident then he 
should ask no more. After his vote was received, Colonel 
Young got up In the window-sill and announced to- the 
crowd that he had been permitted to vote, and they could 
all come up and vote. He told the judges that there was 
no use In swearing the others, as they would all swear as 
he had done. After the other Judges concluded to receive 
Colonel Young's vote,. Mr. Abbott resigned as judge of 
election, and Mr. Beiuaniin was elected In his place. 

The polls were so much crowded until late in the evening, 
that, for a time, when the men had voted, they were obliged 
to get out by being hoisted up on the roof of the building 
where the election was being held, and pass out over the 
house. Afterward, a passage-way through the crowd was 
made, by two lines of men being formed, through which 
the voters could get up to the polls. Colonel Young asked 
tliat the old men be allowed to go up first and vote, as 
they were tired with the traveling, and wanted to get back 
to camp. 

The Missourians sometimes came up to the polls in pro- 
cession, two by two, and voted. 

During the day, the Missourians drove off the ground 
some of the citizens, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Bond, and Mr. Willis. 
They threatened to shoot Mr. Bond, and a crowd rushed 
after him, threatening him ; and, as he ran from them, 
some shots were fired at him as he jumped off the bank of 
the river and made his escape. The citizens of the town 
went over In a body, late hi the afternoon, when the polls 
had become comparatively clear, and voted. . . . 

The whole number of names appearing upon the poll- 
lists is 1,0S4. After full examination, we are satisfied 
that not over 232 of these were legal voters, and 802 
were non-resident and illegal voters. This District Is 
strongly In favor of making Kansas a Free State, and 
there is no doubt that the Free-State candidates for the 
leglslature would have been elected by large majorities, 
if none but the actual settlers had voted. At the preced- 
ing election in November, 1854, where none but legal 
voters were polled, General Whitfield, who received the 
full strength of the Pro-Slavery party, got but 46 votes. 

IIo District — Bloominoton. 

On the morning of election, the judges appointed by 
the Governor appeared and opened the polls. Their 
names were Harrison Burson, Nathaniel Kamsay, and 
Mr. Ellison. The Missourians began to come in early in 
the morning, some 500 or 600 of them, in wagons and car- 
riages, and on horseback, under the lead of Samuel J. 
Jones, then Postmaster of Westport, Missouri, Claiborne 
F. Jackson, and Mr. Steely, of Independence, Missouri 
They were armed with double-barreled guns, rifles, 
bowie-knives, and pistols, and had flags hoisted. They 
held a sort of informal election, off at one side, at first 
for Governor of Kansas, and shortly afterward announced 
Thomas Johnson, of Shawnee Mission, elected Governor. 
The polls had been opened but a short time, when Mr. 
Jones marched with the crowd up to the window, and 
demanded that they should be allowed to vote without 
swearing as to their residence. After some noisy and 
threatening talk, Claiborne F. Jackson addressed the 
crowd, saying they had come there to vote, that they had 
a right to vote If they had been there but five minutes, 
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«nd he was not willing to go home without voting ; this 
was received with cheers. Jackson then called upon 
them to form into little bands of fifteen or twenty, which 
they did, and went to an ox-wagon filled with guns, 
which were distributed among them, and proceeded to 
load novae of them on the ground. In pursuance of 
Jackson^s request, they tied white tape or ribbons in 
their buttonholes, so as to distinguish them from the 
V Abolitionists." They again demanded that the Judges 
should resign, and upon their refusing to do so, smashed 
In the window, sash and all, and presented their pistols 
and guns to them, threatening to shoot them. Some one 
on the outside cried out to them not to shoot, as there 
were Pro-Slavery men in the room with the judges. 
They then put a pry under the corner of the house, which 
was a log house, and lifted it up a few inches and let it 
fall again, but desisted upon being told there were Pro- 
Slavery men in the house. During this time, the crowd 
repeatedly demanded to be allowed to vote witljout being 
sworn, and Mr. Ellison, one of the Judges, expressed him- 
self willing, but the other two judges refused ; thereupon 
a body of men, headed by ** Sheriff Jones," rushed into 
the judges* room with cocked pistols and drawn bowie- 
knives in their hands, and approached Burson and Ram- 
say. Jones puUed out his watch, and said he would give 
them five minutes to resign in, or die. When the five 
minutes had expired and the judges did not resign, Jones 
said he would give them another minute, and no more. 
Ellison told his associates that if they did not resign, there 
would be one hundred shots fired in the room in less than 
fifteen minutes ; and then, snatching up the ballot-box, 
ran out into the crowd, holding up the ballot-box and 
hurrahing for Missouri. About that time Burson, and 
Uamsay were called out by their friends, and not suffered 
to return. As Mr. Burson went out, he put the ballot 
poll-books in his pocket, and took them with him ; and as 
he was going out, Jones snatched some papers away from 
him, and shortly afterward came out himself holding 
them up, crying " Hurrah tor fflisaouri !" After he discov- 
ered they were not the poll-books, he took a party of men 
with him and started off to take the poll-books from Bur- 
son. Mr. Burson saw them coming, and he gave the 
books to Mr. Umberger, and told him to start off in 
another direction^ so as to mislead Jones and his party. 
Jones and his party caught Mr. Umberger, took the poll- 
books away from him, and Jones took him up behind him 
on a horse, «nd carried him back a prisoner. After Jones 
and his party had taken Umberger back, they went to the 
house of Mr. Ramsay and took Judge John A. Wakefield 
prisoner, and carried him to the place of election, and 
made him get up on a wagon and make them a speech ; 
after which they put a white ribbon in his button-hole 
and let him go. They then chose two new judges, and 
proceeded with the election. 

They also threatened to kill the judges if they did not 
receive their votes without swearing them, or else resign. 
They said no man should vote who would subtnit to be 
sworn — that they would kill any one that would affer to 
do so—" shoot him," " cut his guts out," etc. They said 
no man should vote this day unless he voted an open 
ticket,.and was ** all right on the goose," and that if they 
could not vote by fair means, they would by foul means. 
They said they had as much right to vote, if they had 
been in the Territory two minutes, as if they had been 
there for two years, and they would vote. Some of the 
citizens who were about the window, but had not voted 
when the crowd of Mlssourians marched up there, upon 
attempting to vote, were driven back by the mob, or 
driven off. One of them, Mr. J. M. Macey, was asked if 
he would take the oath, and upon his replying that he 
w^uld if the judges required- it, he was dragged through 
the crowd away from the polls, amid cries of " Kill the 
d— d nigger-thief," " Cut his throat," " Tear his heart 
out," etc. After they had got him to the outside of the 
crowd, they stood around him with cocked revolvers and 
drawn bowie-knives, one man putting a knife to his 
heart so that it touched him, another holding a cocked 
pistol to his ear, while another struck at him with a club. 
The Mlssourians said they had a right to vote if they had 
been in the 'Territory but five minutes. Some said they 
had been hired to come there and vote, and get a dollar 
a day, and, by G— d, they would vote or die there. 

They said the 80th day of March was an important day, 
as Kansas would be made a Slave State on that day. 
They began to leave in the direction of Missouri in the 
afternoon, after they had voted, leaving some thirty or 
forty around the house where the election was held, to 
guard the polls until after the election was over. The 
citizens of the Territory were not around, except those 
who took part in the mob, and a large portioh of them 
did not vote: 841 votes were polled there that day, 
of wliich but some thirty were citizens. A protest 
against the election was made to the Governor. Jhe 



returns of the election made to the G-ovemor were lost 
by the Committee of Elections of the Legislature at Paw- 
nee. The duplicate returns left in the ballot-box were 
talcen by P. E. Laley, one of the judges elected by the 
Mlssourians, and were either lost or destroyed in h s 
house, so that your Committee have been unable to 
institute a comparison between the poll-lists and census 
returns of this district. The testimony, however, is uni- 
fonf , that not even thirty of those who voted there that 
day were entitled to vote, leaving 811 illegal votes. We 
are satisfied from the testimony that, had the actual set- 
tlers alone voted, the Free-State candidates would have 
been elected by a handsome majority. 

IIID District— Tbcumsrh. 

For some days prior to the election, companies of men 
were organized in Jackson, Cass, and Clay counties. Mo., 
for the purpose of coming to the Territoiy and voting iiv 
this Vth district. The day previous to the election, some 
400 or 500 Mlssourians, armed with guns, pistols, and 
knives, came into the Territory and camped, some at 
Bull Creek, and others at Potawatamie Creek. Their 
camps were about sixteen miles apart. On .the evening 
before the election. Judge Hamilton of the Cass County 
Court, Mo., came from the Potawatamie Creek camp to 
Bull Creek for sixty more Mlssourians, as they had 
not enough there to render the election certain, and 
about that number went down there with him. On the 
evening before the election. Dr. B. C. Westfall was elect- 
ed to act as one of the Judges of Election in the Bull 
Creek precinct, in place of one of the judges appointed 
by the Governor, who, it was said, would not be there the 
next day. Dr. Westfall was at that time a citizen of 
Jackson County, Mo. On the morning of the election, 
the polls for Bull Creek precinct were opened, and, with- 
out swearing the judges, they proceeded to receive the 
votes of all who offered to vote. For the sake of appear- 
ance, they would get some one to come to the window 
and offer to vote, and when asked to be sworn he would 
pretend to grow angry at the judges and would go away, 
and his name would be put down as having offered to 
vote, but "rejected, refusing to be sworn." Thia 
arrangement was made previously and perfectly under-, 
stood by the judges. But few of the residents of th# 
district were present at the election, and only thirteen 
voted. The number of votes cast in the precinct was 398. 

One Missourian voted for himself and then voted for 
his little son, but 10 or 11 years old. Col. Coffer, Henry 
Vounger and Mr. Lyklns, who were voted for and eleot» 
ed to the Legislature, were residents of Missouri at the 
time. Col. Coffer subsequently married in the Territory. 
After the polls were closed, the returns were made, and 
a man, claiming to be a magistrate, certified on them 
that he had sworn the judges of election before opening 
the polls. In the Potawatamie precinct, the Missouriana 
attended the election, an^ after threatening Mr. Ghea- 
nut, the only judge present appointed by the Governor, 
to induce him to resign, they proceeded to elect two 
other judges— one a Missourian and the other a resident 
of another precinct of that district. The polU were then 
opened, and all the Mlssourians were allowed to vote 
without being sworn. 

After the polls were closed, and the returns made out 
for the signature of the judges, Mr. Chesnut refused to 
sign them, as he did not consider them correct returns 
of legal voters. 

Col. Coffer, a resident of Missouri, but elected to the 
Kansas Legislature from that district at that election, en- 
deavored with othei-s to induce Mr. Chesnut by threats 
to sign the returns, which he refused to do, and left the 
house. On his way home, he was fired at by some Mls- 
sourians, tliough not injured. There were three illegal 
to one legal vote given there that day. At the Big Layer 
precinct, the judges appointed by the Governor met 
at the time appointed, and proceeded to open the polls, 
after being duly swo n. After a few votes had been re- 
ceived, a party of Ms:}sourians came into the yard of 
the house where the election was held, and, unloading a 
wagon filled with arins, stacked their guns in the yard, 
and came up to the window and demanded to be admit- 
ted to vote. Two of the judges decided to receive their 
votes, whereupon the third judge, Mr. J. M. Arthur, re- 
signed, and aiiothe.' was chosen in his place. Col. 
Young, a citizen of Missouri, but a candidate for, and 
elected to, the Terntoi-ial Legislative Council, was pre- 
sent and voted in the precinct. He claimed that all 
Mlssourians who were present on the day of election 
were entitled to vote. But thirty or forty of the citizens 
of the precinct were present, and many of them did not 
vote. At the little- Sugar precinct, the election seemed 
to have been conducted fairly, and there a Free-State 
majority was polled. From the testimony, the whole 
district appears to have been largely Free-State, and, 
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had non« but actual settlers voted, the Free-State candi- 
dates would have been elected by a large majority. 
From a careful examination of the testimony and the 
records, we find that from 200 to 225 legal votes were 
polled out of 885, the total number given in the precincts 
of the Vth District, Of the legal votes cast, the Free- 
State candidates received 152. 

VIth District— Fokt Scott. 
A company of citizens from Missouri, mostly from 
Bates County, came into this District the day before the 
election, some camping and others putting up at the 
public-house. They numbered fiom 100 to 200, and came 
in wagons and on horseback, carrying their provisions 
and tents with them, and were generally armed with pis- 
tols. They declared their purpose to vote, and claUned 
the right to do so. They went to the polls generally in 
smaU bodies, with tickets in their hands, and many, if 
not all, voted. In some cases, they declared that they 
had voted, and gave thefa: reasons for so doing. Mr 
Anderson, a Pro-Slavery candidate for the Legislature* 
endeavored to dissuade the non-residents from voting 
because he did not wish the election contested. This 
person, however, insisted upon voting, and upon his 
right to vote, and did so. No one was challenged or 
sworn, and all voted who desired to. Out of 850 votes 
cast, not over 100 were legal, and but 64 of these 
named in the census taken one month before by Mr. 
Barber, the candidate for Council, voted. Many of the 
Free-State men did not vote, but your Committee is sat- 
isfied that, of the legal votes cast, the Pro-Slavery candi- 
dates received a majority. Mr. Anderson, one of these 
candidates, was an unmarried man, who came Into the 
District from Missouri a few days before the election, 
and boarded at the public-house until the day after the 
election. He then took with him the poll-lists, and did 
not return to Port Scott -until the occasion of a barbacue 
the week before the election of October 1, 1855. He 
voted at that election, and after it left, and has not since 
been in the District. S. A. Williams, the other Pro- 
Slavery candidate, at the time of the election had a 
claim in the Territory, but his legal residence was not 
there until after the election. 

VIIth District. 
From two to three hundred men, from the State of 
Missouri, came in wagons or on horseback, to the elec- 
Uon ground at Switzer's Creek, In the VIIth District, and 
encamped near the polls, on the day preceding the 
election. They were armed with pistols and other wea- 
pons, and declared thefar purpose to vote, in order to se- 
cure the election of Pro-Slavery members. They said 
they were disappointed in not finding more Yankees 
there, and that they had brought more men than were 
necessary to counterbalance their vote. A number of 
them wore badges of blue ribbon, with a motto, and the 
company were under the direction of leaders. They de- 
clared their intention to conduct themselves peacefully 
unless the residents of the Territory attempted to stop 
them from voting. Two of the Judges of election ap- 
pointed by Governor Reeder refused to serve, where- 
upon two others were appointed in their stead by the 
crowd of Missourians who surrounded the polls. The 
newly-appointed Judges refused to take the oath pre- 
scribed by Governor Reeder, but made one to suit them- 
.selves. Andrew Johnson requested each voter to swear 
If he had a claim in the Territory, and if he had voted in 
another district. The Judges did not take the oath pre- 
scribed, but were sworn to receive all legal votes. The 
Missourians voted without being sworn. They sup- 
ported H. J. Stickler for Council, and M. W. McGee for 
Representative. They left the evening of the election. 
Some of them started on horseback for Lawrence, as 
they said they could be there before night, and all went 
the way they eame. The census-list shows 58 legal voters 
in the District. 268 votes were cast ; of these 26 were 
residents, 17 of whom were In the District when the cen- 
sus was taken. Some of the residents present at the 
polls did not vote, declaring it useless. Candidates de- 
clmed to run on the Free-State ticket because they were 
unwilling to run the risk of so unequal a contest— it be- 
ing known that a ^reat many were coming up from Mis- 
souri to vote. Nearly all the settlers were Free-State 
men, and 23 of the 25 legal votes given were cast for the 
only Free-State candidate running. MoblUer McGee, 
who was declared elected Representative, had a claim— a 
saw-mill and a house in the Territory— and he was there 
part of the time. But his legal residence is now, and was 
then, near Westport, in Missouri, where he owns and 
conducts a valuable farm, and where his family resides. 



VIIIth Dibtbict. 
This was attached to the Tilth District for member of 
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troiS^wif °iH* »fP»^«nta«ve, and its vote was con- 
troUed by the Illegal vote cast there. The census shows 
»» votes In it— 8T votes were cast, of whom a majority 
voted the Free-SUte ticket. majoniy 

IXth District. 
Fort RUey and Pawnee are in this District. The lat- 
ter place was selected by the Governor as the tempo- 
rary capital, and he designed there to expend the sumd 
appropriated by Congress in the construction of suitable 
houses for the Legislature. A good deal of building was 
then being done at the fort near by. For these reions. 

f«?i*S.V*^^^5®f ¥°*S' "<**"y ^^"^ Pennsylvania, came 
into this district in March, 1856, to seek employment. 
Some of these voted at the election. The construction 
of the capital was first postponed, then abandoned, and 
finally the site of the town was declared by the Secre- 

1**2 «'„^*' *c? ^^ ^^^^^ *^« military reservation of 
Fort Riley. Some of the Inhabitants returned to the 
States, and some went to other parts of the Territory 
Your Committee find that they came as settlers. Intend^ 
ing to remain as such, and were entitled to vote. 

Xth District. 
In this district, ten persons belonging to the Wyandot 
tribe of Indians voted. They were of that class who 
under the law were entitled to vote ; but their residence 
was in Wyandot Village, at the mouth of Kansas River, 
and they had no right to vote in this district. They 
voted the Pro-Slavery ticket. Eleven men recently ftom 
Pennsylvania voted the Free-State Ticket. From the 
testimony, they had not, at the time of the election, so 
established their residence as to have entitled them to 
vote. In both these classes of cases, the Judges exam- 
ined the voters under oath and allowed them to vote, 
and in ail respects the election seems to have been con- 
ducted fairly. The rejection of both would not have 
changed the result. This and the VIIIth ETectiou District 
formed one representative district, and was the only one 
to which the invasion from Missouri did not extend. 

XIth District. 

The IXtl^Xth, XIth and XHth Election Districts, 
being all splbely settled, were attached' together as a 
Council District, and the XIth and Xllth as a Repre- 
sentative District. This Election District Is 60 miles north 
from Pawnee, and 150 miles from Kansas City. It is the 
northwest settlement In the Territory, and contained, 
when the census was taken, but 86 inhabitants, of whom 
24 were voters. There was on the day of election no 
white settlement about Marysville, the place of voting 
for 40 mUes, except that MarshaU and Bishop kept a 
store and ferry at the crossing of the Big Blue and the 
California read. Your Committee were unable to pro- 
cure witnesses from this district Persons who were pre- 
sent at the election were duly summoned by an ofScer 
and among them was F. J. Marshall, the member of the 
House from that district. On his return, the officer was 
arrested and detained, and persons bearing the names 
of some of the.witnesses summoned were stopped near 
Lecompton, and did not appear before the Committee. 
The returns show that. In defiance of the Governor's 
proclamation, the voting was tyiva «oc«, instead of by • 
ballot. 828 names appear upon the poll-books as voting, 
and by comparing these names with those on the census 
rolls, we find that but seven of the latter voted. The 
person voted for as Representative, F. J. Marshall, was . 
chief owner of the store at Marysville, and was there ■ 
sometimes, but his family lived in Weston. John Don- 
aldson, the caniUdate voted for the Council, then lived 
in Jackson County, Missouri. 

On the day after the election, Mr. Marshall, with 25 or 
80 m»n from Weston, Mo., was on the way from Marys- 
ville to the State. Some of the party told a witness who 
had formerly resided at Weston, that they were up at 
Marysville and carried the day for Missouri, and that 
they had voted about 150 votes. Mr. Marshall paid the 
bill at that point for the party. 

There does not appear to have been any emigration , 
into that district in March, 1855, after the census wa.* 
taken, and, jud^^ng from the beet test in the power of 
your Committee, there were but seven legal votes cast in. 
the district, and 821 illegal. 

XIIth District. 



The election In this district was conducted fairly, 
complaint was made that illegal votes were cast. 

XIIIth District. 



No* 



Previous to the day of election, several hundreds of 
Missourians from Platte, Clay," Boone, Clinton, and How- 
ard counties, came into the district in wagons and on 
horseback, and camped there. Th«y were armed with 
guns, revolvers, and bowie-knives and had badges of 
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hemp in their buttOD'holes and etoewhere aboat ttieir 
persons. They claimed to have a right to Yote, from the 
fact that they were there on the groond, and had, or 
intended to make, claims in the Territory, although their 
families were in MissoorL 

The Jadges appointed by the Governor opened the 
polls, and some persons offered to vote, and when their 
votes were r^ected on the ground that they were not 
residents of the district, the crowd threatened to tear the 
house down if the Judges did not leave. The Judges then 
withdrew, taking the poll-books with them. The crowd 
then proceeded to select other persons to act as Judges, 
and the election went on. Those persons voting who 
were sworn were asked if they considered themselves 
residents of the district, and if they said they did, they 
were allowed to vote. But few of the residents were 
present and voted, and the Free-State men, as a general 
thing, did not vote. After the Mlssourians got through 
voting, they returned home. A formal return was made 
by the Judges of election setting out the facts, but it was 
not verified. The number of legal voters In this district 
was 96, of whom a msjority were Free-State men. Of 
these — voted. The total number of votes cast was 296. 

XIYth DiBmCT. 
It was generally rumored in this district, for some days 
before the election, that the Miasourians were coming 
over to vote. Previous to the election, men from Mis- 
souri came Into the district, and electioneered for the 
Pro-Slavery candidates. Gen« David R. Atchison and a 
party controlled the nominations in one of the primary 
elections. 

BuRH Oak Pbboinct. 

Several hundred Mlssourians from Buchanan, Platte, 
and Andrew counties. Mo., including a great many of the 
prominent eitlcens of St. Joseph, came into this precinct 
the day before^ and on the day of election. In wagons 
and on horses, and encamped there. Arrangements were 
made for them to cross the ferry at St. Joseph free of 
expense to themselves. They were armed with bowie- 
knives and pistols, guns and rifles. On the morning of 
the election, the Free-State candidates resigned in a 
body, on account of the presence of the larg^umber of 
armed MLnourians, at which the crowd cheered and 
hurrahed. Gen. B. F. Stringfeilow was present, and was 
prominent in promoting the election of the Pro-Slavery 
ticket, as was also the Hon. Wlllard P. Hall, and others 
of the most prominent citlsens of St. Joseph, Mo. But 
one of the judges of election, appointed by the Governor, 
served on that day, and the crowd chose two others to 
supply the vacancies. 

The Mlssourians said they came there to vote for, and 
secure the election of, Mi^oi^ Yfm. P. Richardson. Major 
Richardson, elected to the Oouncil, had a farm In 
Missouri, where his wife and daughter lived with his son- 
in-law, Wlllard P. Hall, he himself generally going home 
to Missouri every Saturday night. The farm was gene- 
rally known as the lUchardson farm. He had a claim In 
the Territory, upon which was a saw-mill, and where he 
generally remained during the week. 

Some of the Mlssourians gave as their reason for voting 
that they had heard that eastern emigrants were to be at 
that election, though no eastern emigrants were there. 
Others said they were going to vote for the purpose of 
making Kansas a Slave State. 

Some claimed that they had a right to vote, under the 
provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, ft-om the fact that 
they were present on the ground on the day of election. 

The Free-State men generally did not vote, and 
those who did vote, voted generally for John H. white- 
head, Pro-Slavery, for Council, against Major Wm. P. 
Richardson, and did not vote at all for ipembers of the 
Lower House. 

The parties were pretty nearly equally divided in the 
district, some being of opinion that the Free-State 
party had a small majority, and others that the Pro- 
Slavery party had a snoAll majority. After the election 
was over and the polls were closed, the Mlssourians re- 
turned home. During the day, they had provisions and 
liquor served out, free of expense, to all. 

Doniphan Pbkoinct. 

The evening before the election, some 200 or more 
Mlssourians from Platte, Buchanan, Saline, and Clay 
counties, Missouri, came Into this precinct, with tents, 
music, wagons, and provisions, and armed with guns, 
rifles, pistols, and bowle-knlves, and encamped about 
two miles from the place of voting. They said they came 
to vote, to make Kansas a Slave State, and intended to 
return to Missouri after they had voted. 

On the morning of the election, the Judges appointed 
by the Governor woj^ld not serve, and others were 
appointed by the crowd. The Mlssourians were allowed 



to vote fHthoat being sworn— some of them vo^g as 
many as eight or nine times ; changing their hats and 
coats, and giving in diiferent names each time. After 
they had voted, they returned to Missouri. The Free* 
State men generally did not vote, though constituting a 
majority in the precinct. Upon counting the ballots in 
the box and the names on the poll-lists, It was found 
that there were too many ballots, and one of the Judges 
of election took out ballots enough to make the two num- 
bers correspond. ** 

Wolf Riveb Pbminct. 

The number of voters in the district by the census was 
884 —of these 124 voted. The testimony shows that quite 
a number of persons whose legal residence was in the 
populous county of Buchanan, Mo., on the opposite side 
of the river, had claims In the Territory. Some ranged 
cattle, and others marked out their claim and built a 
cabin, and sold this incipient title where they could. 
They were not residents of the Territory In any Just or 
legal sense. A number of settlers moved Into the district 
in the month of March. Your Committee are satisfied, 
after a careful analysis of the records and testimony, 
that the number «f legal votes east did not exceed 200*- 
out of 727. 

XVth Distbict. 

The election in this district was held in the house of a 
Mr. Hayes. On the day of election, a crowd of from 40O 
to 500 men collected around the polls, of which the great 
body were citixens of Missouri One of the Judges of 
election, In his testimony, states that the strangers com- 
menced crowding around the polls, and that then the 
residents left. Threats were made before and during the 
election day that there should be no Free-State can- 
didates, although there were nearly or quite as many 
Free-State as Pro-Slavery men resident Ui the disteict. 
Most of the crowd were drinking and carousing, cursing 
the Abolitionists and threatening the only Free-State 
Judge of election. A majority of those who voted wore 
hemp in their button-holes, and their password was, 
" all right on the hemp." Many of the Miasourians were 
known and are named by the witnesses. Several 
speeches were made by them at the polls, and among 
those who spoke were Major Oliver, one of your Com- 
mittee, CoL Burns, and Lalan Williams, of Platte County. 
Major Oliver urged upon all present to use no harsh 
words, and expressed the hope that nothing would be 
said or done to harm the feelings of the most sensitive on 
the other side. He gave some grounds, based on the 
Missouri Compromise, in regard to the right of voting, 
and was understood to excuse the Mlssourians for voting. 
Your Committee are satisfied that he did not vote. Col. 
Burns recommended all to vote, and he hoped none 
would go home without votUig. Some of the Pro- 
Slavery residents were much dissatisfied at the inter- 
ference with their rights by the Mlssourians, and for that 
reason— because reflection convinced them that it would 
be better to have Kansas a Free-State— they " fell over 
the fence." The Judges requested the voters to take an 
oath that they were actual residents. They objected at 
first, some saying they had a claim, or " I am here." 
But the Free-Stale Judge Insisted upon the oath, and his 
associates, who at first were disposed to waive it, coin- 
cided with him, and the voters aU took it after some 
grumbling. One said he cut him some poles and laid them 
in the shape of a square, and that made him a claim ; and 
another said that he had cut him a few sticks of wood, 
and that made him a claim. The Free-State men did not 
vote, although they believed their numbers to be equal 
to the Pro-Slavery settlers, and some claimed that they* 
had the majority. They were deterred by threaU 
throughout by the Mlssourians. before and on the day of 
election, from putting up candidates, and no candidates 
were run, for this reason— that there wa^ a credited 
rumor previously that the Missourians would control the 
election. The Free-State Judge was threatened with ex- 
pulsion from the polls, and a young man thrust a pistol 
into the window through which the votes were received. 
The whole number of votes cast was 417 ; of the names 
on the poll-book, but 62 are in the census-rolls, and the 
testimony shows that a small portion, estimated by one 
witness at one-quarter of the legal voters, voted. Your 
Committee estimate the number of legal voters at 80. 
One of the Judges referred to, certified to the Governor 
that the election was fairly conducted. It was not con- 
tested, because no one would take the responsibility of 
doing it, as it was not considered safe, and that if 
another election was held, the residents would fare no 
better. 

XVlTH DtsntiOT. 

For soptie time previous to the election, meetings werft 
held and ^rangements made in Miu ourl to get up com- 
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panies to come over to the Territory and vote, and the 
day before, and on the day of election, large bodies of 
Missourians from Platte, Clay, Ray, Charlton, Oarrol, 
Clinton, and Saline counties, Missouri, came into this 
district and camped there. They were armed with pistols 
and bowie-knives, and some with guns and rifles, and 
had badges of hemp in their button-holes and elsewhere 
about their persons. 

On the morning of the election, there were ftrom 1,000 
to 1,#0 persons present on the ground. Previous to the 
e ection, the Missourians endeavored to persuade the two 
Free-State judges to resign, by making threats of personal 
violence to them, one of whom resigned on the morning 
of election, and the crowd chose another to flll his place. 
But one of the judges, the Free-State judge, would take 
the oath prescribed by the Governor, the other two 
deciding that they had no right to swear any one who 
offered to vote, but that all on the ground were entitled 
to vote. The only votes refused were some Delaware 
Indians, some 8u Wyandot Indians being allowed to 
vote. .... 

The Free-State men generally did not vote at that elec- 
tion ; and no newly-arrived Eastern emigrants were there. 
The Free-State judge of election refused to sign the re- 
turns until the words '* by lawful resident voters" were 
stricken out, which was done, and the returns made in 
that way. The election was contested, and a new elec- 
tion ordered by Gov. Reeder, for the 22d of May. 

The testimony is divided as to the relative strength of 
parties in this district. The whole number of voters in 
the district, according to the census returns, was 8S5 ; 
and, according to a very carefully prepared list of voters, 
prepared for the Pr.o-Slavery candidates and other Pro- 
Slavery men, a few days previous to the election, there 
were 805 voters in the district, including those who had 
claims but did not live on them. The whole number of 
votes cast was 964. Of those named in the census lu6 
voted. Tour Committee, upon careful examination, are 
satisfied that there were not over 150 legal votes cast, 
leaving 814 Illegal votes. 

XVIIth District. 

The election In this district seems to have been fairly 



conducted, and not contested at all. In this district, th« 
Pro-Slavery party had the majority. 

XTIIIth District. 

PrevioQS to the election. Gen. DaVid R. Atchison of 
Platte City, Missouri, got up a company of Missourians, 
and passing through Weston, Missouri, went over ' into 

the Territory. He remained all night at the house of 

and then exhibited his arms, of which he had an abund- 
ance. He proceeded to the Nemaha (XVIIIth) district. 
Oh his way, he and his party attended a Nominating Con- 
vention in the XlVth District, and proposed and caused 
to be nominated a set of candidates in opposition to the 
wishes of the Pro-Slavery residents of the district. At 
that Convention, he said that there were 1,100 men 
coming over ft-om Platte County, and if that wasn't 
enough, they could send 5,0C0 more — that they came to 
vote, and would vote or kill every G— d d—-d Abolitionist 
in the Territory. 

On the day of election, the Missourians, under Atchi- 
son, who were encamped there, came up to the polls in the 
XVIIIth District, taking the oath that they were residents 
of the district. The' Missourians were all armed with 
pistols or bowie-knives, and said there were 60 in their 
company. But 17 votes given on that day were given 
by residents of the district. The whole number of votes 
was 62. 

R. L. Kirk, one of the candidates, came into the dis- 
trict from Missouri about a week before the election, and 
boarded there. He left After the election, and was not at 
the time a legal resident of the district in which he was 
elected. No protest was sent to the Governor on account 
of threats made against any who should dare to contest 
tlte election. 

The following tables embody the result of the examina- 
tion of your Committee in regard to thi:f election. In 
some of the districts, it was impossible to ascertain the 
precise number of the legal votes cast, and especially in 
the XlVth, XVth, and XVIth Districts. In such cases, 
the number of legal and Illegal votes cast is stated, after 
a careful reSxami nation of all the testimony and records 
concerning the election : 
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By the election, as conducted, the Pro-Slavery oandl-i them, In both the Gonnctl and the House, did not *< resids 
dates in every district but the YUIth representative dls- 1 in" and were not ** inhabitants of** the district for 
trict, received a mn^ori^^y of the votes ; and several of 1 which they were elected, as required by the organic law. 
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By that act it was declared to be the true intent and 
meaning of this act to leave the people thereof perfectly 
free to form and regulate their domestic institutions 
in their oirn way, subject to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

So careful was Congress of the right of popular 
sovereignty, that to secure it to the people, without a 
single petition from any portion of the country, they 
removed the restriction against Slavery imposed by the 
Missouri Compromise. And yet this right, so carefully 
secured, was thus by force and fraud overthrown by a 
portion of the people of an adjoining State. 

The striking difference between this Republic and other 
Republics on this Continent, is not in the provisions of 
constitutions and laws, but that here changes in the ad- 
ministration of those laws have been made peacefully and 
quietly through the ballot-box. This Invasion Is the first 
and only one in the history of our Government, by 
which an organised force from one State has elected a 
Legislature for another State or Territory, and as such it 
should have been resisted by the whole executive power 
of the National Qovemment. 

Your Committee are of the opinion that the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States have invested the 
President and Governor of the Territory with ample 
power for this purpose. They could only act after re- 
ceiving authentic information of the facts ; but when re- 
ceived, whether before or after the certificates of election 
were granted, tiiis power should have been exercised to 
Its fullest extent. It is not to be tolerated that alqi^la- 
tive body thus selected should assume or exercise any 
legislative functions; and their enactments should be 
regarded as null and void ; nor should the question of 
its legal existence as a legislative body be determined by 
itself, as that would be allowing the criminal to judge of 
his own crime. In section twenty-two of the organic act 
it is provided, that ** the persons having the highest num- 
ber of legal votes in each of said Council-districts for 
members of the Council, shall be declared by the Governor 
to be duly elected to the Council, and the persons having 
the highest number of legal votes for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, shall be declared by the Governor duly 
elected members of said House.*' The proclamation of 
the Governor required a verified notice of a contest when 
one was made, to be filed with him within four days 
after the election. Within that time, he did not obtain 
information as to force or fraud in any except the fol- 
lowing districts, and in these there were material defects 
in the returns of election. Without deciding upon his 
power to set aside elections for force and firaud, they 
were set aside for the following reasons : 

In the 1st District, because the words " by lawftil resi- 
dent voters,** were stricken from the return. 

In the lid District, because the oath was administered 
by G. W. Taylor, who was not authorized to administer an 
oath. 

In the llld District, because material erasures from the 
printed form of the oath were purposely made. 

In the IVth District, for the same reason. 

In tlie Vllth District, because the Judges were not sworn 
at all. 

In the Xlth District, because the returns show the 
election to have been held viva vocs instead of by ballot. 

In the XVIth District, because the words ** by lawAil 
residence*' were stricken from the returns. 

ABSTRACT OF THE RETURNS OF ELECTION OF 

MAY 23, 1855. 
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Although the fk'aud and force in other districts were 
equally great as in these, yet, as the Governor had no 
information in regard to them, he issued certificates ac- 
cording to the returns. 



Your Committee here felt it to be their duty not only to 
inquire into and collect evidence in regard to force and 
fraud attempted and practiced at the elections in tlio 
Territory, but also into the facts and pretexts by which 
this force and fraud has been excused and justified ; and 
for this purpose your Committee have allowed the decla- 
rations of non-resident voters to be given as evidence in 
their own behalf, also the declarations of all who cnme 
up the Missouri River as emigrants in March, IS.*^, 
whether they voted or not, and whether they camewnco 
the Territory at all or not ; and also the rumord which 
were circulated among the people of Missouri previous to 
the election. The great body of the testimony taken at 
the instance of the sitting Delegate is of this character. 

When the declarations of parties passing up the river 
were offered in evidence, your Committee received them 
upon the distinct statement that they would be excluded 
unless the persons making the declarations were by other 
proof shown to have been connected with the elections. 
This proof was not made, and therefore much of this class 
of testimony is incompetent by the rules of law, but is 
allowed to remain as tending to show the cause of the 
action of the citiiens of Missouri. 

The alleged causes of the invasion of March, 1865, (ire 
included in the following charges : 

I. That the New-England Aid Society of Boston was 
then importing into the Territory large numl>ers of men, 
merely for the purpose of controlling the elections. That 
they came without women, children, or baggage, went 
into the Territory, voted, and returned again. 

II. That men were hired in the Eastern or Northern 
States, or induced to go into the Territory, solely to vote, 
and not to settle, and by so doing to make it a Free State. 

III. That the Governor of the Territory purposely post- 
poned the day of election to allow this emigration to 
arrive, and notified the Emigrant Aid Society, and per- 
sons in the Eastern States, of the day of election, before 
he gave notice to the people of Missouri and the Territory. 

That these charges were industriously circulated ; that 
grossly exaggerated statements were made in regard to 
them; that the newspaper press and leading men in 
public meetings in Western Missouri, aided in one case by 
a Chaplain of the United States Army, gave currency 
and credit to them, and thus excited the people, and 
induced many well-meaning citiiens of Missouri to march 
into the Territory to meet and repel the alleged Eastern 
paupers and Abolitionists, is fully proven by many wit- 
nesses. 

But these charges are not sustained by the proof. 

In April, 1864, the General Assembly of Massachusetts 
passed an act entitled " An act to incorporate the Massa- 
chusetts Emigrant Aid Society.** The object of the Society, 
as declared in the first section of this act, was " for the 
purpose of assisting emigrants to settle in the West.*' 
The moneyed capital of the corporation was not to 
exceed five millions of dollars ; but no more than four per 
cent, could be assessed during the year 1864, and no 
more than ten per cent, in any one year thereafter. No 
organisation was perfected, or proceedings had, under 
this law. 

On the 24th day of July, 1864, certain persons In Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts, concluded articles of agreement and 
association for an Emigrant Aid Society. The purpose of 
this association was declared to be ^ assisting emigi-ants 
to settle in the West.** Under these articles of associa- 
tion, each stockholder was individually liable. To avoid 
this diflBculty, an application was made to the General 
Assembly of Massachusetts for an act of iBcorporation, 
which was granted. On the 21st day of February, 1S66, 
an act was passed to incorporate the New England 
Emigrant Aid Company. The purposes of this act were 
declared to be "directing emigration westward, and 
aiding and providing accommodation for emigrants after 
arriving at their place of destination.** The capital 
stock of the corporation was not to exceed one million 
of dollars. Under this charter, a company was organized. 

Your Committee have examined some of its officers, and 
a portion of its clhsulars and records, to ascertain what has 
been done by it. The public attention at that thne was 
directed to the Territory of Kansas, and emigration natu- 
rally tended in that direction. To ascertahi its charactei 
and resources, this Company sent its agent into it, and the 
information thus obtained was published. The Company 
made arrangements with various lines of transportation to 
reduce the expense of emigration Into the Territory, and 
procured tickets at the reduced rates. Applications were 
made to the Company by persons desiring to emigrate ; 
and when they were numerous enough to form a party of 
convenient sise, tickets were sold to them at the reduced 
rates. An agent acquainted with the route was selected to 
accompany them. Their baggage was checked, and ali 
trouble and danger of loss to the emigrant in this way 
avoided. 
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Under these arrangements, companies went into the 
Territory in the Fall of 1864, under the articles of associa- 
tion referred to. The company did not pay any portion of 
the fare, nor furnish any personal or real property to the 
emigrant. The company, during 1865, sent into the Terri- 
tory from eight to ten saw-mills, purchased one hotel in 
Kansas City, which they subsequently sold, built one hotel 
at Lawrence, and owned one other building In that place. 
In some cases, to Induce them to make Improvements, 
town lots were given to them by town associations In this 
Territory. They held no property of any other kind or 
description. They Imposed no condition upon their emi- 
grants, and did not inquire Into tlielr political, religious, or 
social opinions. The total amount expended by them, In- 
cluding the salaries of their agents and officers, and the 
expenses incident to all organizations, was less than 
$100,000. 

Their purposes, so far as your Committee can ascertain, 
were lawful, and contributed to supply those wants most 
experienced In the settlement of a new country. 

The only persons or company who emigrated into the 
Territory under the auspices of the Emigrant Aid Society 
in 1865, prior to the election in March, was a party of 159 
persons, who came under the charge of Charles Robin- 
son. 

In this party, there were 6T womeq and children. They 
came as actual settlers, intending to make their homes In 
the Territory, and for no other purpose. They had about 
their persons but little baggage ; usually sufficient cloth- 
ing In a carpet-sack for a short Ume. Thehr personal ef- 
fects, such as clothing, fUrnlture, etc., were put Into trunks 
and boxes ; and for convenience In selecting, and cheap- 
ness In transporting, was marked " Kansas party bag- 
gage, care B. Slater, St. Louis." Generally, this was con- 
signed as freight. In the usual way, to the care of a com- 
mission merchant. This party had, in addition to the usual 
allowance of one hundred pounds to each passenger, a 
large quantity of baggage on which the respective owners 
paid the usual extra freight Each passenger or party 
paid his or their own expenses ; and the only benefit they 
derived from the Society, not shared by all the people of 
the Territory, was the reduction of about $7 in the 
price of the fare, the convenience of traveling In a com- 
pany instead of alone, and the cheapness and facility of 
transporting their freight through regular agents. Subse- 
/luently, many emigrants, being either disappointed with 
tne country or Its political condition, or deceived by the 
statements made by the newspapers and by the agents of 
the Society, became dissatisfied, and returned, both before 
and aft^ the election, to their old homes. Most of them 
are now settlers In the Territory. Some few voted at the 
election In Lawrence, but the number was smalL The 
names of these emigrants have been ascertained, and 

of them were found upon the poll-books. This 

company of peaceful emigrants, moving with their house- 
hold goods, was distorted into an Invading horde of pauper 
Abolitionists, who were, with others of a similar character, 
to control the domestic institutions of the Territory, and 
then overturn those of a neighboring powerful State. 

In* regard to the second charge : There Is no proof that 
any man was either hired or induced to come into the 
Territory from any Free State, merely to vote. The en- 
tire emigration in March, 1865, is estbnated at 500 persons, 
including men, women, and children. They came on 
steamboats up the Missouri River, in the ordinary course 
of emigration. Many returned for causes similar to those 
before stated ; but the body of them are now residents. 
The only persons of those who were connected by proof 
wltli the election, were some who voted at the Big Blue 
Precinct in the Xth District, and at Pawnee, In the IXth 
District. Their purpose and character are stated in a 
former part of this report. 

The third charge is entirely groundless. The organic 
law requires tlie Governor to cause an enumeration of the 
Inhabitants and legal voters to be made ; and thi^ he ap- 
portion the members of the Council and House, according 
to this enumeration. For reasons stated by persons en- 
gaged In taking the census, It was not completed until the 
early part of March, 1866. At that time, the day of hold- 
LDg the eleclion had not been, and could not have been, 
named by the Governor. So soon as practicable after the 
returns were brought in, he issued his proclamation for 
an election, and named the earliest day, consistent with 
due notice, as the day of election. The day on which the 
election was to be held was a matter of coi^ecture all 
over the country ; but it was generally known that It would 
be In the latter part of March. The precise day was not 
known by any one until the proclamation issued. It was 
not known to the agents of the Emigrant Aid Society In 
Boston on the 18th of March, 1855, when the party of emi- 
grants before referred to, left. 

Your Committee are satisfied that these charges were 
made the mere pretext to induce an armed invaSon Into 



the Territory, as a means to control the election and es- 
tablish Slavery there. 

The real purpose Is avowed and illustrated by the testi- 
mony and conduct of Colonel John Scott, of St. Joseph's, 
Missouri, who acted as the attorney for the sitting dele- 
gate before your Committee. The following are extracts 
fh)m his deposition : 

" Prior to the election In Burr-Oak precinct, in the XlVlh DIs- 
triet, on the 29tfa of November, 1864, 1 had been a resideui of 
Missouri, and I then determined, if I found it necessary, to be- 
come a resident of Kansas Territory. On the day previous to 
that election, I settled up my board at my boaramg-house, in 
St Joseph's, Missouri, and went over to the Territory, and 
took boarding with Mr. Bryant ^^^r whose house the polls 
were held the next day, for one month, so that I might have it m 
my power, by merely determining to do so,lo become a resi- 
dent of the Territory on the day of election. 

" When my name was proposed as a Judge of Election, ob- 

JiH;tlons were made by two persons only I then 

publicly informed those present that I had a claim in the Ter- 
ritory ; that I had taken board in the Territory for a month ; 
and that I could, at any moment become an actual resident 
and leffal voter in the Territory, and that I would do so, if I 
concluded at any time during the day that my vote wotUd be 
necessary to carry that precinct in &vor of the Pro-Slavery 
candidate for delegate to Congress I did not dur- 
ing the dav consider it necessary to become a resident of the 
Territory for the purpose mentioned, and did not vote nor offer 
to vote at that election. 

" I held the office of City- Attorney for St. Joseph's at that 
time, and had held it for two or three years previously, and 

continued to hold it until this sprhig I voted at 

an election in St. Joeeph's,in the spring of 1855, and was re- 
appointed City- Attornev. The question of Slavery was put in 
issue at the election of November, 18M, to the same extent as 
hi every election in this Territory. Gen. Whitfield was re- 

farded as the Pro-Slavery candidate for the Pro-Slavery party. 
regarded the question of Slavery as the primarily prominent 
issue at that election, and, so &r as I know, all parties agreed 
in making that question the issue of that elecUon. 

" It ia my intention, and the intention of a great many other 
MiMOurian* note retidaU in MtMouri, whenever the SUsoery iMue 
is to he dfiemiined upon by the people of (hit Territory in the 
adoption of the State VonatUuiion, to remove to this Territoiy in 
time to arqidre the right to become legal voter$ upon that guettion. 
The Iffiding purpose of our intunded removal to the Territory is to 
determine the dotnestic i$istitutions <if this Territoiy, when it comes 
to be a Stale, and we. would not come only for that purpose^ and 
wotdd never tJiink of coming here but for that purpose. J belitve 
there-are agieai many in Missouri who are so situated.^^ 

The invasion of March 80th left both parties in a state 
of excitement, tending directly to produce violence. The 
successful party was lawless and reckless while assuming 
the name of the " Law sxkd Order " party. The other 
party, at first surprised and confounded, was greatly irri- 
tated, and some resolved to prevent the success of tiie in- 
vasion. In some districts, as before stated, protests were 
sent to the Governor ; In others, this was prevented by 
threats ; In others, by the want of time, only four days 
being allowed by the proclamation for this purpose j and 
In others, by the belief that a new election would bnng a 
new Invasion. About the same time, all classes of men 
commenced bearing deadly weapons about the person, a 
practice which has continued to this time. Under these 
circumstances, a slight or accidental quarrel produced 
unusual violence, and lawless acts became frequent This 
evil condition of the public mind was ftirther increased by 
acts of violence in Western Missouri, where, in April, a 
newspaper press, called Th6 J'arkwille Luminary ^ was 
destroyed by a mob. 

About the same time, Malcolm Clark assaulted Cole 
McCrea at a squatter meeting In Leavenworth, and was 
shot by McCrea In alleged self-defense. 

On the 17th day of May. William Phillips, a lawyer of 
Leavenworih, was first notified to leave ; and upon his re- 
fusal, was forcibly seized, taken across the river, and car- 
ried several miles Into Missouri, and then tarred and 
feathered, and one side of his head shaved, and other 
gross indignities put upon liis person. 

Previous to this outrage, a public meeting was held, at 
which resolutions were unanimously passed, looking to 
unlawful violence, and grossly Intolerant In their charac- 
ter. The right of free speech upon the subject of Slavery 
was characterized as a disturbance of the peace and quiet 
of the community, and as " circulating Incendiary senti- 
ments." They say "to the peculiar friends of northern 
fanatics," " Go home and do your treason where you may 
find sympathy." Among other resolves is the following : 

"Resolved, That the institution of Slavery is known and re- 
cognized in this Territory ; and we repel the doctrine that it is 
a moral and poIiticiJ evil, and we hurl back with scorn upon 
its slanderous authors the charge of inhumanity ; and we warn 
all persons not to come to our peaceful firesides to slander us, 
ana sow the seeds of discord between the master and the ser- 
vant ; for, as much as we deprecate the necessity to which we 
may be driven, we cannot be responsible for the conse- 
quences." 

A Committee of Vigilance of 80 men was appointed "to 
obserr» lad report all such persons as shall ... by 
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the expression of abolition sentiments, produce disturb- 
ance to the quiet of the citizens, or danger to their domes- 
tic relations ; and all such persons so offending shall be 
notified, and made to leave the Territory." 

The meeting was " ably and eloquently addressed by 
Judge Lecompte, Colonel J. N. Bums of Western Missouri, 
and others." Thus the head of the Judiciary in the Terri- 
tory not only assisted at a public and biUerly partisan 
meeting,whose direct tendency was to produce violence and 
disorder, but, before any law is passed in the Territory, he 
prejudges the character of the domestic institutions which 
the people of the Territory were, by their organic law, " left 
perfectly free to form and regulate in their own way." 

On this committee were several of those who held certi- 
ficates of election as members of the legislature ; some of 
the others were then and still are residents of Missouri ; 
and many of the committee have since been appointed to 
the leading offices in the Territory, one of wMch is t^e 
sheriffalty of the county. Their first act was that of mob- 
bing PhilUps. 

Subsequently, on the 25th of May, A.D. 1855, a public 
meeting was held, at wliich R. R. Rees, a member elect of 
the council, presided. The following resoluUons, offered 
by Judge Payne, a member elect of the house, were unani- 
mously adopted : 

^^Eudved, That we heartily Indorse the action of the commit- 
tee of citizens that shaved, tarred and feathered, rode on a 
railj and had sold by a negro, William Fhiliips, the moral 
perjurer. 

" Beaoloed, That we return our thanks to the committee for 
fiiithfully performing the trust enjoined upon them by the Pro- 
Slavery party. 

" BoKKoed, Tliat the committee be now discharged. 

"Besoloed, That we severely condemn those Pro-Slavery 
men who, from mercenary mouves, are calUng upon the Pro- 
Slavery party to submit without further action. 

*' SeMvedy That in order to secure peace and harmony to 
the community, we now solemnly declare that the Pro- 
Slavery party will stand firmly by and carry out the resolu- 
tions reported by the committee appointed for tbat purpose on 
tlie memorable aoth." 

The act of moral peijnry here referred to Is the swear- 
ing by Phillips to a truthful protest In regard to the elec- 
tion of March 80, in the XYIth District. 

The members receiving their certificates of the Governor 
as members of the General Assembly of the Territory, met 
at Pawnee, the place appointed by the Governor, on the 
2d of July, A.D. 1855. Their proceedings are stated in 
three printed books, herewith submitted, entitled respec- 
tively, "The Statutes of the Territory of Kansas," " The 
Journal of the Council of the Territory of Kansas," and 
" The Journal of the House of Representatives of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas." 

Your Committee do not regard their enactments as valid 
laws. A legislature thus imposed upon a people cannot 
affect their political rights. Such an attempt to do so, if 
successful, is virtually an overthrow of tlie organic law, 
and reduces the people of the Territory to the condition 
of vassals to a neighboring State. To avoid the evils of 
anarchy, no armed or organized resistance to them should 
be made, but the citizens should appeal to the ballot-box 
at public elections, to the federal judiciary, and to Con- 
gress, for relief. Such, from the proof, would have been 
the course of the people, but for the nature of these enact- 
ments and the manner in which they are enforced. Theb* 
character and their execution have been so intimately 
connected with one branch of this investigation-— that re- 
lating to " violent and tumultuous proceedings in the Ter- 
ritory " — ^that we were compelled to examine them. 

The " laws " in the statute-books are general and spe- 
cial ; the latter are strictly of a local character, relating to 
bridges, roads, and the like. The gn^'eat body of the gene- 
ral laws are exact transcripts firom the Missouri code. To 
make them in some cases conform to the organic act, 
separate acts were passed, defining the meaning of words. 
Thus the word " State " is to be understood as meaning 
" Territory ;" the words " County Court" shall be construed 
to mean the board of commissioners transacting county 
business, or the Probate Court, according to the Intent 
thereof. The words " Circuit Court " to mean " DisMct 
Court." 

The material differences in the Missouri and Kansas sta- 
tutes are upon the following subjects : The qualifications 
of voters and of members of the le^slative assembly ; the 
official oath of all officers, attorneys, and voters ; the mode 
of selecting officers and their qualifications; the slave 
code, and the qualifications of jurors. 

Upon these subjects, the provisions of the Missouri code 
are such as are usual in many of the States. But by the 
" Kansas Statutes " every office in the Territory, execu- 
tive and Judicial, was to be appointed by the le^lature, 
or by some officer appointed by it. These appointments 
were not merely to meet a temporary exigency, but were 
to hold over two regular elections, and until after the 
general election in October, 1857, at which the members 



of the new council were to be elected. The new legisla- 
ture is required to meet on the first Monday in January, 
1853. Thus, by the terms of these " laws," the people 
have no control whatever over either the legislature, the 
executive, or the Judicial departments of the Territorial 
goverimient until a time before which, by the natural pro- 
gress of population, the Territorial government will be su- 
perseded by a State government. 

No session of the legislature is to be held during 1856, 
but the members of the House are to be elected in October 
of that year. A candidate, to be eligible at this election, 
must swear to support the fugitive slave law ; and each 
judge of election, and each voter, if challenged, must take 
the same oath. The same oath is required of every officer 
elected or appointed in the Territory, and of every attor- 
ney admitted to practice in the courts. 

A portion of the militia is required to muster on the day 
of election. " Every free white male citizen of the United 
States, and every free male Indian who Is made a citizen 
by treaty or otherwise, and over the age of twenty-one 
years, and who shall be an in^^Mtant of the Territory 
and of the county and district In which he offers to vote, 
and shall have paid a Territorial tax, shall be a qualified 
elector for all elective offices." Two classes of persons 
were thus excluded, who, by the organic act, were allowed 
to vote, viz. : those who would not swear to the oath re- 
quired, and those of foreign birth who had declared on 
oath their intention to become citizens. Any man of 
proper age who was in the Territory on the day of elec- 
tion, and who had paid one dollar as a tax to the sheriff, 
who was required to be at the poUs to receive it, could 
vote as an "inhabitant," although he had breakfasted in 
Missouri, and intended to return there for supper. There 
can be no doubt that t^is unusual and unconstitutional 
provision was inserted to -prevent a full ajidfair expres- 
sion of the popular will in the election of members of the 
house, or to control it by non-residents. 

All Jurors are required to be selected by the sheriff, 
and " no person who is conscientiously opposed to the 
holding of slaves, or who does not admit the right to 
hold slaves in the Territory, shall be a Juror in any 
cause " affecting the right to hold slaves, or relating to 
slave property. 

The Slave Code, and every provision relating to 
slaves, are of a character intolerant and unusual even 
for that class of legislation. The character and con- 
duct of the men appointed to hold office in the Terri- 
tory contributed very much to produce the events 
which followed. Thus Samuel J. Jones was appointed 
sheriff of the county of Douglas, which included within 
it the 1st and lid Election Districts. He had made him- 
self peculiarly obnoxious to the settlers by his conduct 
on the 80th of March in the lid District, and by his 
burning the cabins of Joseph Oakley and Samuel Smith. 

An election for delegate to Congress, to be held on 
the Ist day of October, 1856, was provided for, with the 
same rules and regulations as were applied to other 
elections. The Free-State men took no part in this 
election, having made arrangements for holding an 
election on the 9th of the same month. The citizens of 
Missouri attended at the election of the Ist of October, ' 
some paying the dollar tax, and others not being re- 
quired to pay it. They were present and voted at the 
voting places of Atchison and Doniphan, in Atchison 
County ; at Greene Springs, Johnson County ; at Willow 
Springs, Franklin, and Lecompton, in Douglas County ; 
at Fort Scott, Bourbon County; at Baptiste Paola, 
Lykins County, where some Indians voted, some whites 
paying the $1 tax for them ; at Leavenworth City, and 
at Kickapoo City, Leavenworth County ; at the latter 
place, under the lead of Gen. B. P. Stringfellow and CoL 
Lewis Barnes of Missouri. From two of the election 
precints at which it was alleged there was illegal voting 
— viz., Delaware and Wyandotte^your Committee 
failed to obtain the attendance of witnesses. Tour 
Committee did not deem it necessary, in regard to this 
election, to enter into details, as it was manifest that, 
ft'om there being but one candidate— Gen. Whitfield— 
he must have received a majority of the votes cast. 
This election, therefore, depends not on the number or 
character of the votes received, but upon the validity 
of the laws under which it was held. Sufficient testi- 
mony was taken to show that the voting of citizens of 
Missouri was practiced at this election, as at all former 
elections in the Territory. The following table will ex- 
hibit the result of the testimony as regards the number 
of legal and illegal votes at this election. The county of 
Marshall embraces the same territory as was included in 
the Xlth District ; and the reasons before stated Indl 
cate that the great majority of the votes then cast were 
either illegal or fictitious. In the counties to which our 

examination extended, there were illegal votes cast, 

as near as the proof will enable us to determine. 
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COUITTIB. 



AtchisoD. , 



Bonrbon. 
Brown . . , 
GalhouQ. 
Davis ... 



Doniphan, 



Douglas. 



Franklin . . . . . 
Jefferson...... 

Johnson 

Leayenwortii. 



Lykins. 
Lynn. 



Madison. 
Marshall. 
Nemaha. , 
Riley..... 
Shawnee. 



Towvnips. 



Grasshopper. 
Shannon 
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Wayne 

Washington.... 
Wolf River.... 

Franklin 

Lawrence 

Lecompton . . . 
Willow Springs. 



Wise. 



Alexandria.. 
Delaware.. .. 
Kjckapoo.... 
Leavenworth. 
WyandotU . . . 



(See Wise Co.). 
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While these enactments of the alleged legislative as- 
sembly were being made, a movement was instituted to 
form a State government, and apply for admission into 
the Union as a State. The first step taken by the people 
of the Territoryi in consequence of the Invasion of March 
80, 1855, was the circulation for signature of -a graphic 
ami truthful memorial to Congress. Your Gommitt«e 
find that every allegation in this memorial has been sus- 
tained by the testimony. No further step was taken, as 
it was hoped that some action by the General Government 
would protect them in their rights. When the alleged 
legislative assembly proceeded to construct the series of 
enactments referred to, the settlers were of opinion that 
submission to them would result in depriving Uiem of the 
rights 'secured to them by the organic law. Their politi- 
cal condition was freely discussed in the Territory during 
the summer of 1655. Several meetings were held in 
reference to holding a convention to form a State gov- 
ernment, and to apply fbr admission into the Union as a 
State. Public opinion gradually settled in favor of such 
an appHcattoa to the Congress to meet in December, 
1855. The first general meeting was held in Lawrence on 
the 15th of August, 1866. 

The following preamble and resolutions were then 
passed: 

"Whereat, The people of Kansas have been, since Us 
settlement, and now are, without any law-making power, 
therefore be it 

"Metoived, That we, the people of Kansas Territory, in mass 
meeting assembled, iirespeetive of party diatincttons, influ- 
enced by commcm necessity, and greatly desirous of promoting 
the common good, do hereby call upon and request all bona fide 
citizens of Kansas Territory, of whatever political views or pre- 
dllections, to consult together in their respective Election Dis- 
tricts and in mass convention or otherwise, elect three delegates 
for each representative to wMeh said Election District is en- 
jtltled in the House of Bepresentativea of the Legislative Assem- 
bly, by proclamation of Governor Boeder, of date I9th of 
March, 1866 ; said delegates to assemble in convention, at the 
town of Topeka, on the 19th day of September, ISSft, then and 
there to consider and determine upon all subjecto of public in- 
terest, and particularly upon that having reference to the 
speedy formation of a State Constitution, with an intention of 
an immediate application to be admitted as a State into tlie 
Union of the United States of America." 

Other meetings were hdd in various parta of the Terri- 
tory, which Indorsed (he action of the Lawrence meeting, 



and delegates were selected in compliance with Its recom- 
mendations. 

They met at Topeka, on the 19th day of September, 
1855. By their resolutions, they provided for the appoint- 
ment of an Executive Committee, to consist of seven per- 
sons, who were required to ** keep a record of their pro- 
ceedings, and shall have a general superintendence of 
the affairs of the Territory so far as regards the organiaa- 
Uon of the State Government.'* They were required to 
take steps for an election to be held on the second Tues- 
day of the October following, under regulations imposed 
by that Committee, **for members of a Convention to 
form a Constitution, adopt a Biil of Rights for the people 
of Kansas, and take all needful measures for organising 
a State €k>vemment, preparatory to the admission of 
Kansas into the Union as a State." The rules prescrilsed 
were such as usually govern elections in most of the 
States of the Union, and in most respects were similar to 
those contained in the prodamation of Gov. Reeder for 
the election of March 80, 1855. 

The Executive Committee appointed by that Conven- 
tion accepted their appointment, and entered upon the 
discharge of their duties by issuing a proclamation ad* 
dressed to the legal voters of Kansas, requesting them to 
meet at their several precincts, at the time and places 
named in tlie proclamation, then and there to oast their 
ballots for members of a Constitutional Convention, to 
meet at Topeka on the 4th Tuesday of October then 
next. 

The proclamation designated the places of elections, 
appointed Judges, recited the qualifications of voters and 
the apportionment of members of the Convention. 

After this proclamation was issued, public meetings 
were held in every district in the Territory, and In nearly 
every precinct. The State movement was a genenU 
topic of discussion throughout the Territory, and there 
was but little opposition exhibited to it. Elections were 
held at the time and places designated, and the returns 
were sent to the Executive Committee. 

The result of the election was proclaimed by the Execu- 
tive Committee, and the members elect were required to 
meet on the 28d day of October, 1855, at Topeka. In 
pursuance of this proclamation and direction, the Con- 
stitutional Convention met at the time and place ap- 
pointed, and formed a State Constitution. A memorial 
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to GoDgress wai also prepared, praying for the admission 
of Kansas into the Union under that Constitution. The 
Convention also provided that the question of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution and other questions be submitted 
to the people, and required the Executive Committee to 
tatce the necessary steps for that purpose. 



Accordingly, an election was held for that purpose on 
the 15th day of December, 1855, in compliance with the 
proclamation issued by the Executive Committee. The 
returns of this election were made by the Executive Com- 
mittee, and an abstract of them is contained in the fol- 
lowing table : 



ABSTRACT OF THE ELECTION ON THE ADOPTION OF THE 
STATE CONSTITUTION, DEC. 16, 1856. 
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Blanton.... 

Palmyra 


Franklin....... 


Bloominirton 


Bast Doufflas. 


Topelca 


Washinirton. 


Brownsville 


Tecumseh 


Prairie City 

Little Osace 


Bie Suear 
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Mill Creelc 
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Wolf River 


St. Joseph's Bottom 


Mt. Pleasant 

Eaaton 

Mission 


Total 


1781 


46 


1120 564 


1287 


458 


1778 



N. B. — Poll-Book at Leavenworth was destroyed. 



The Executive Committee then issued a proclamation 
reciting the results of the election of the 15th of Decem- 
ber, and at the same time provided for an election to 
be held on the 15th day of January, 1856, for State offi- 
cers and members of the General Assembly of the State 
of Kansas. An election was accordingly held in the seve- 
ral election-precincts, the returns of which were sent to 
the Executive Committee. 

The result of this election was announced by a procla- 
mation by the Executive Committee. 

In accordance with the Constitution thus adopted, 
the members of the State Legislature and most of the 
State officers met on the day and at the place designated 
by the State Constitution, and took the oath therein 
prescribed. 

After electing United States Senators, passing some 
preliminary laws, and appointing a Codifying Committee 
and preparing a Memorial to Cengress, the General 
Assembly adjourned to meet on the 4th day of July, 
1856. 

The laws passed were all conditional upon the admis- 
sion of Kansas as a State into the Union. These pro- 
ceedings were regular, and, in the opinion of your 
Committee, the Constitution thus adopted fairly ex- 
presses the will of the majority of the settlers. They 
now await the action of Congress upon their memorial 

These elections, whether they were conducted in pur- 
suance of law or not, were not illegaL 

Whether the result nf them is Rarntioned by the action 



of Congress, or they are regarded as the mere expression 
of popular will, and Congress should refuse to grant th« 
prayer of the memorial, that cannot affect their legality.. 
The right of the people to assemble and express thdr 
political opinion in any form, whether by means of aa 
election or a convention, is secured to them by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Even if the elections ar» 
to be regarded as the act of a party, whether political or 
otherwise, they were proper, in accordance with exam- 
ples, both in States and Territories. 

The elections, however, were preceded and followed 
by acts of violence on the part of those who opposed 
them, and those persons who approved and sustained 
the invasion firom Missouri were peculiarly hostile to 
these peaceful movements preliminary to the organisa- 
tion of a State government. Instances of tUs violence 
will be referred to hereafter. 

To provide for the election of delegates to Congress, 
and at the same time do it in such a manner as to obtain 
the Judgment of the House of Representatives upon the 
validity of the alleged legislative assembly sitting at 
Shawnee Mission, a convention was held at Big Springs 
on the 5th and 6th days of September, 1855. This was ft 
party convention, and a party calling itself the Free- 
State party was then organised. It was in no way conr 
nected with the State movement, except that the election 
of a delegate to Congress was fixed by it on the same 
day as the election of^members of a constitutional oon- 
vexition, instead of the day prescribed by the alleged 
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legislative assembly. Andrew H. Reeder was pot in 
nomination as Territorial delegate to Congress, and an 
election was provided for under the regulations pre- 
scribed for the election of March 80, 18S5, excepting as 
to the appointment of ofBcers. and the persons to whom 
the returns of the elections should be made. The elec- 
tion was held in accordance with these regulations, and 
A. H. Reeder received 2,827 votes. 

The resolutions passed by this convention indicate the 
state of feeling which existed in the Territory in conse- 
quence of the invasion flrom Missouri, and the enact- 
ments of the alleged legislative assembly. The language 
of some of the resolutions is violent, and can only be 
iustifled either in consequence of the attempt to enforce 
uhe grossest acts of tyranny, or for the purpose of guard- 
ing against a similar invasion in ftiture. 

In the t&ll of 1855, there sprang out of the existing 
discords and excitement in the Territory, two secret 
Free-State societies. They were defensive in their cha- 
racter, and were designed to form a protection to their 
members against unlawful acts of violence and assault. 
One of the'societies was purely of a local character, and 
was confined to the town of Lawrence. Very shortly 
after its organization, it produced its dcaired effect, and 
then went out of use and ceased to exist. Both societies 
were cumbersome, and of no utility except to give con- 
fidence to the Free-State men, and enable them to know 
and aid each other in contemplated danger. So far as 
the evidence shows, they led to no act of violence in 
resistance to either real or alleged laws. 

On the 2l8t day of November, 1856, F. M. Coleman, a 
^o-Slavery man, and Charles W. Dow, a Free-State 
man, had a dispute about the division line between their 
respective claims. Several hours afterward, as Dow was 
passing firom a blacksmith shop toward his claim, and 
by the cabin of Coleman, the latter shot Dow with a 
double-barreled gun loaded with slugs. Dow was un- 
armed. He fell across the road and died immediately. 
This was about 1 o'clock, p.k. His dead body was al- 
lowed to lie where it fell until after sundown, when it was 
conveyed by Jacob Branson to his house, at which Dow 
boarded. The testimony in regard to this homicide is 
voluminous, and shows clearly that it was a deliberate 
murder by Coleman, and that Harrison Bullcley and a 
Mr. Hargoas were accessories to it. The excitement 
caused by it was very great among all classes of the 
settlers. On the 26th, a large meeting of citizens was 
held at the place where the murder was committed, and 
resolutions passed that Coleman should be brought to 
justice. In the meantime, Coleman had gone to Missouri, 
and then to Gov. Shannon, at Shawnee Mission, in 
Johnson County. He was there taken into custody by 
S. J. Jones, then acting as Sheriff. No warrant was issued 
or examination had. Ou the day of the meeting at Hickory 
Point, Harrison Bradley procured a peace warrant 
against Jacob Branson, which was placed in the hands' 
of Jones. That same evening, after Branson had gone 
to bed, Jones came to his cabin with a party of about 
26 persons, among whom were Hargous and Buckley — 
burst open the door, and saw Branson in bed. He then 
drew his pistol, cocked it, and presented it to Branson's 
breast, and said, ** You are my prisoner, and if you 
move I will blow you through." The others cocked thdr 
guns and gathered round him, and took him prisoner. 
They all mounted and went to Buckley's house. After 
a time, they went on a circuitous route toward Blanton s 
Bridge, stopping to " drink " on the way. As they ap- 
proached the bridge, there were thirteen in the party, 
several having stopped. Jones rode up to the prisoner 
and, among' other things, told him that he had ** heard 
there were one hundred men at your house to-day," and 
** that he regretted they were not there, and that they 
were cheated out of their sport." In the meantime, the 
alarm had been given in the neighborhood of Branson's 
arrest, and several of the settlers, among whom were 
some who had attended the meeting at Hickory Point 
that day, gathered together. They were greatly excited ; 
the alleged injustice of such an arrest of a quiet settler, 
under a peace warrant by ** ^erlff Jones,*' aided by two 
men believed to be accessory to a mupder, and who were 
allowed to be at large, exasperated them, and they pro- 
ceeded as rapidly as possible by a nearer route than 
that taken by Jones, and stopped near the house of J. 8. 
Abbott, one of them. They were on foot as Jones's 
party approached on a canter. The rescuers suddenly 
formed across the road in front of Jones and his party. 
Jones halted, and asked, " What's up?" The reply was, 
** That's what we want to know. What's up ?" Branson 
said, " They have got me a prisoner." Some one in the 
rescuing party told him to como over to their side. He 
did so, and dismounted, and the mule he rode was driven 
over to Jones's party ; Jones then left. Of the persons 
engaged in this rescue, three were firom Lawrenoei and 



had attended the meeting. Tour* Committee have 
deemed it proper to detail the particulars of this rescue, 
as it was made the groundwork of what is known as the 
Wakerusa War. On the same night of the rescue, the 
cabins of Coleman and Buckley were burned, but by 
whom, is left in doubt by the testimony. 

On the morning of the rescue of Branson, Jones was 
at the village of Franklin, near Lawrence. The rescue 
was spoken of in the presence of Jones, and more con- 
versation passed between two others in his presence, as 
to whether it was most proper to send for assistance to 
Col. Boone, in Missouri, or to Gov. Shannon. Jones 
wrote a dispatch and handed it to a messenger. As soon 
as he started, Jones said: "That man is taking my 
dispatch to Missouri^ and by G — d I'll have revenge 
before I see Missouri." A person present, who was 
examined as a witness, complained publicly that the 
dispatch was not sent to the Governor ; and wiithin half 
an hour one was sent to the Governor by Jones, through 
Hargous. Within a few days, larg^numbers of men 
from the State of Missouri gatiiere^BQd encamped on 
the Wakerusa. They brought with tfiem all the equip- 
ments of war. - To obtidn them, a party of men under 
the dli^ction of Judge T. Y. Thompson broke into the 
United States arsenal and armory at Liberty, Missouri, 
and after a forcible detention of Captain Leonard (then 
in charge), they took the cannon, muskets, rifles, powder, 
harness, and Indeed all the materials and munitions of 
war they desired, some of which have never been 
returned or accounted for. 

The chief hostility of this military foray was against 
the town of Lawrence, and this was especially the case 
with the officers of the law. 

Your Committee can see in the testimony no reason, 
excuse, or palliation for ttils feeling. Up to thU time^ no 
toarrarU or procktmaiion of any Mna had he^n in ths 
hands of any qfficer against any citUen ofLatorence. 
No arrest had been attempted, and no writ resisted in 
that town. The rescue of Branson sprang out of a 
murder committed thirteen miles firom Lawrence, in a 
detached settlement, and neittier the town nor its 
citizens extended any protection to Branson's rescuers. 
On the contrary, two or three days after the rescue. S. 
N. Wood, who claimed publicly to be one of the rescuing 
party, wished to be arrested for the purpose of testing 
the Territorial laws, and walked up to Sheriff Jones and 
shook hands with him, and exchanged other courtesies. 
He could have been arrested without difficulty, and it 
was his design, when he went to Mr. Jones, (to be ar- 
rested ; but no attempt was made to do so. 

It Is obvious that the only cause of this hostility is the 
known desire of the citizens of Lawrence to make Kansas 
a Free State, and their repugnance to laws imposed upon 
them by non-residents. 

Your Committee do not propose to detail the incidents 
connected with this foray. Fortunately for the peace of 
the country, a direct conflict between the opposing 
forces was avoided by an amicable arrangement. The 
losses sustained by the settlers in property taken and 
time and money expended in their own defense, added 
much to the trials incident to a new settlement. Many 
persons were unlawfully taken and detained— in some 
cases, under circumstances of gross cruelty. This was 
especially so In the arrest and treatment of Dr. G. A. 
Cutter and G. F. Warren. They were taken, without 
cause or warrant, sixty miles from Lawrence, and when 
Dr. Cutter was quite sick. They were compelled to go 
to the camp at Lawrence, were put into the custody of 
" Sheriff Jones," who had no process to arrest them — 
they were taken into a small room kept as a liquor shop, 
which was open and very cold. That night, Jones came 
In with others, and went to ** playing poker at twenty- 
five cents ante.'* The prisoners were obliged to sit up 
all night, as there was no room to lie down, when the 
men were playing. Jones Insulted them frequently, and 
told one of them he must either **tell or swing.'' The 
guard then objected to this treatment of prisoners, and 
Jones deristed. . . . 

While we remahied in the Territory, repeated acts of 
outrage were committed upon the quiet, unoffending citi- 
zens, of which we received authentic intelligence. Men 
were attacked on the highway, robbed, and subsequently 
imprisoned. Men were seized and searched, and theur 
weapons of defense taken fl-om them without compensa- 
tion. Horses were firequently taken and appropriated. 
Oxen were taken from the yoke while plowing, and butch- 
ered in tiie presence of their owners. One young man 
was seized In the streets of the town of Atchison, and, un- 
der circumstances of gross barbarity, was tarred and cot- 
toned, and in that condition was sent to his family. All 
the provisions of the Constitution of the United States, se- 
curing persons and property, are utterly disregarded. The 
offieece «rf the law, ins^d of protecting the people, wer» 
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in some instances engaged in these outrages, and in no in- 
stance did we le&m that any man was arrested. Indicted, 
or punished for any of these crimes. While such offenses 
were committed with impunity, the laws were u^d as a 
means of indicting men for holding elections, preliminary 
to framing a Constitution and applying for admission into 
the Union as the State of Kansas. Charges of high trea- 
son were made -against prominent citixens upon grounds 
which seem to your Committee absurd and ridiculous, and 
under these charges they are now held in custody and are 
refused the priTilege of bait In several cases, men were 
arrested in the State of Missouri, while passing on their 
lawful business tiirough that State, and detained until in- 
dictments could be found In the Territory, 

These proceedings were followed by an offense of still 
greater magnitude. Under color of legal process, a com- 
pany of about 700 armed men, the great body of whom, 
your Committee are satisfied, were not citizens of the Ter- 
ritory, marched into the town of Lawrence, under Mar- 
shal Donaldson and S. J. Jones, officers claiming to act 
under the law, aa^ bombarded and then burned to the 
ground a TaluablVotel and one jpriyate house ; destroyed 
two printing presses and material; and then, being re- 
leased by the officers, whose posse they claimed to be, pro- 
ceeded to sack, pillage, and rob houses, stores, trunks, eto., 
even to the clothing of women and children. Some of the 
letters thus unlawfully taken were private ones, written by 
the contesting Delegate, and they were offered in evidence. 
Your Committee did not deem that the persons holding 
them had any right t3ius to use them, and refused to be 
made the instruments to report private letters thus ob- 
tained. 

Tills force was not resisted, because it was collected and 
marshaled under the forms of law. But this act of bar- 
barity, unexampled in the history of our Government, was 
followed by its natural consequences. All the restraints 
which American citizens are accustomed to pay even to 
the appearance of law, were thrown off; one act of vio- 
lence led to another; homicides became frequent. A 
party under H. G. Pate, composed chiefly of dtizens of 
Missouri, were taken prisoners by a party of settlers ; and 
while your Committee were at Westport, a company chiefly 
of Missourians, accompanied by the acung Delegate, went 
to relieve Pate and his party, and a collision was prevented 
by the United States troops. Civil war has seemed im- 
pending in the Territory. Nothing can prevent so great a 
calamity but the presence of a large force of United States 
troops, under a commander who will with prudence and 
discreuon quiet the excited passions of both parties, and 
expel with force the armed bands of lawless men coming 
from Missouri and elsewhere, who with criminal pertina- 
city infest that Territoiy. 

In some cases, and as to one entire election district, the 
condition of the country prevented the attendance of 
witnesses, who were either arrested or detained while obey- 
ing our process, or deterred from so doing. The Sergeant- 
At-Arms, who served the process upon them, was himself 
arrested or detained for a short time by an armed force, 
claiming to be a part of the posse of the Marshal, but 
was allowed to proceed upon an examination of his pa- 

Sers, and was furnished with a pass, signed by " Warren 
). Wilkes, of South Carolina." John Upton, another offi- 
cer of the Committee, was subsequently stopped by a law- 
less force on the borders of the Territory, and after being 
detained and treated with great indignity, was released. 
He also was furnished with a pass signed by two citizens 
of Missouri, and addressed to "Pro-Slavery men." By 
reason of these disturbances, we were delayed in Westport, 
80 that while In session there, our time was but partially 
occupied. 

But the obstruction which created the most serious em- 
barrassment to your Committee, was the attempted arrest 
of Gov. Reeder, the contesting Delegate, upon a writ of 
attachment issued against him by Judge Lecompte, to com- 

Sel his attendance as a witness before the Grand Jury of 
»ouglas County. WUliam Fane, recently from the State 
of Georgia, and claiming to be the Deputy Marshal, came 
into the room of the Committee, while Gov. Reeder was 
examining a witness before us, and producing the writ re- 
quired Gov. Reeder to attend him. Subsequent events 
have only strengthened the conviction of your Committee, 
that this was a wanton and unlawfkil interference by the 
Judge who issued the writ, tending greatly to obstruct a fUU 
and fair investigation. Gov. Reeder and Gen. Whitfield 
alone were fully possessed of that local information which 
would enable us to elicit the whole truth, and it was obvi- 
cos to every one that any eveat which would separate 
dther of them from the Committee, would necessarOy hin- 
der, delay, and embarrass it. Gov. Reeder claimed that, 
under the circumstances in which he was placed, he was 
privileged from arrest except fortjreason, felony, or breach 
of the peace. As this was a question of privilege, proper 
for the Courts, or for the privileged person alone to deter- 



mine on hisperU, we declined to give him any protectk 
or take any action in the matter. He refused to obey t) 
writ. beUeving it to be a mere pretense to get the custotl. * 
of his person, and fearing, as he alleged, that he would be 
Msassinated by lawless bands of men then gathering in 
and near Lecompton. He then left the Territory. 

Subsequently, H. Miles Moore, an attorney in Leaven- 
worth City, but for several years a citizen of Weston, Mo., 
kindly furnished the Committee information as to the resi- 
dence of persons voting at the elections, and in some cases 
examined witnesses before us. He was arrested on the 
streets of that town by an armed band of about thirty 
men. headed by W. D. Wilkes, without any color of au- 
thority, confined, with other citizens, under a military 
guard for twenty-four hours, and then notified to leave Uie 
Territory. His testimony was regarded as importent, and 
upon bis sworn statement that it would endanger his per- 
son to give it openly, the majority of your Committee 
deemed it proper to examine him ex-parte, and did so. 

By reason of these occurrences, the contestant and the 
party with and for whom he acted, were unrepresented be- 
fore us during a greater portion of the time, and your 
Committee were required to ascertain the truth in the best 
manner they could. 

Your Committee report the following facts and condo* 
slons as established by the testimony : 

Jf^irst. That each election in the Territory, held under 
the organic or alleged Territorial law, has been carried by 
organized invasions from the State of Missouri, by which 
the people of the Territory have been prevented firom 
exercising the rights secured to them by the organic 
law. 

Second. That the alleged Territorial Legislature was 
an iUegftlly-constituted body, and had no power to pass 
valid laws, and their ^actments are, therefore, null and 
void. 

Third, That these aUeged laws have not, as a general 
thing, been used to protect persons and property and to 
punish wrong, but for unlawfil purposes^ 

Fourth. That the election under which the sitting Dele- 
gate, John W. Whitfield, holds his seat, was not held in 
pursuance of any valid law, and that it should be regarded 
only as the expression of the choice of those resident dU- 
zens who voted for him. 

JFi^th. That the election under which the contesting 
Delegate, Andrew H. Reeder, claims his seat, was not held 
in pursuance of law, and that it should be regarded only 
as the expression of the choice of the resident citiz^is who 
voted for him. 

SloUh. That Andrew H. Reeder received a greater num- 
ber of votes of resident citizens than John W. Whitfield, 
for Delegate. 

Seventh. That In the present condition of the Territory, 
a fahr election cannot be held without a new census, a 
stringent and well-guiuded election law, the selection of 
impartial Judges, and the preseiice of United States troops 
at every place of election. 

Eighth. That the various elections held by the people 
of the Territory preliminary to the formation of the State 
Government have been as regular as the disturbed condi- 
tion of the Territory would aBow ; and that the Constitu- 
tion passed by the Convention, held in pursuance of said 
elections, embodies the will of a mi^iority o( the people. 

As it is not the province of your Committee to sugg^ 
remedies for the existing troubles in the Territory of 'Sjux- 
sas, they content themselves with the foregoing statement 
of facts. 

All of which is respectlkiUy subadtted. 

Wm. a Howabo, 

JOHH ShBSMAH. 



The Free-State Constitution framed at To- 
peka for Kansas, by the Convention called by 
the Free-State party, (as set forth in the fore- 
going documents,) was in due season submitted 
to Congress — ^Messrs. Andrew H. Beeder (the 
Free-State Territorial delegate) and James H. 
Lane having been chosen by the first Free-State 
Legislature, Senators of the United States, and 
Mr. M. W. Delahay elected Representative in the 
House, by the Free-State men of Kansas. 
Of course, these were not entitled to their seats 
until the aforesaid instrument (known as the 
** Topeka Constitution ") should be accepted by 
Congress, and the State thereupon admitted 
into the Union. This Constitution, being form, 
ally presented in either House, was received and 
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referred to their respect're Committeefl on Ter^ 
ritories ; but the accompanying Memorial from 
the Free-State Legislature, setting forth the 
grounds of the application, and praying for ad- 
mission as a St ate, was, after having been re- 
ceived by the Senate, reconsidered, rejected, 
and returned to Col Lane, on the allegation 
that material changes had been made in it since 
it left Kansas. The Senate, in like manner, re- 
jected repeated motions to accept the Constitu- 
tion, and thereupon admit Kansas as a Free 
State-^there never being more than Messrs. 
Hamlin and Fessenden, of Maine, Hale and Bell, 
of New-Hampshire, Collamer and Foot, of Ver- 
mont, Sumner and Wilson, of Mass., Foster, 
of Connecticut, Seward and Fish, of New- York, 
Wade, of Ohio, Durkee and Dodge, of Wiscon- 
sin, Trumbull, of Illinois, ^nd Harlan, of Iowa, 
(16) Senators in favor of such admission, and 
these never all present at the same. time. 

In the House — the aforesaid Constitution and 
Memorial having been submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Territories — its Chairman, Mr. Grow, 
of Fenna., from a majority of said Committee, 
reported in favor of the admission of Kansas 
under such Constitution, as a Free State ; and 
after debate the Previous Question thereon was 
ordered (June 28th) by a vote of 98 Ayes to 
63 Noes. Previous to this, however, Mr. Ste- 
phens, of Georgia, had proposed, as an amend- 
ment or substitute, a radically different bill, 
contemplating the appointment by the Presi- 
dent and Senate of five Commissioners, who 
should repait to Kansas, take a census of the 
inhabitants and legal voters, and thereupon pro- 
ceed to apportion, during the month of Septem- 
ber, 1856, the delegates (52) to form a Consti- 
tutional Convention, to be elected by the legal 
voters aforesaid; said delegates to be chosen 
on the day of the Presidential election (Tues- 
day, Nov. 4th, 1856), and to assemble in Con- 
vention on the first Monday in December, 1856, 
to form a State Constitution. The bill proposed, 
also, penalties for illegal voting at said election. 

To this substitute-bill, Mr. Dunn, of Indiana, 
proposed the following amendment, to come in 
at the end. as an additional section : 

Sbo. 18,— And "be iifwrfhw enacUd^ That go much of 
the fourteenth section and of the thlrty-second section of 
the act passed at the first session of the Thirty-Third Con- 
gress, commodly called the Kansas and Nebraska act, as 
reads as follows : ** Except the eighth section of the act 
preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the Union, 
approved March 6, 182u,' which, being inconsistent with 
the prhiciple of non-intervention by Congress with 
Slavery in the States and Territories, as recognised by 
the legislation of 1850, commonly called the Compromise 
Measures, is hereby declared inoperative and void ; it 
being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legis- 
late Slavery into any State or Territory, or to exclude it 
therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States : Proikdad^ That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to revive or put in force any law or regula- 
tion which may have existed prior to the act of 6th of 
March, 1820, either protecting, establishing, prohibiting, 
or abolishing Slavery," be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. ttAidedy That any person or persons lawfully 
held to service within either of the Territories named in 
said act shall be discharged from such service, if they shall 
not be removed and kept out of said Territories within 
twelve months from the passage of this act. 

Mr. Dunn*s amendment to the Stephens 
amendment or substitute, was carried : Teas, 
109 ; Nays, 102. 



Mr. Stephens^s substitute, as tl^us amended by 
its adversaries, was abandoned by its original 
friends, and received but two votes — those of 
Messrs. George G. Dunn, of Indiana, and John 
Scott Harrison, of Ohio — ^Nays, 210. 

Mr. Dunn had previously moved a reference 
of the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. This was now defeated : 
Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 109. 

Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, now moved that the 
bill do lie on the table, which was defeated. 
Yeas, 106 ; Nays, lOT ; (Barclay of Pennsyl- 
vania, Dunn of Indiana, Haven and Williams, 
of New- York. — Ycclb : Bayard Clarke, of New- 
York, Hickman and Millward, of Pennsylvania, 
Moore, of Ohiot, and Scott, of Indiana. — Nays : 
Scott Harrison, of Ohio, not tming. Wells of 
Wisconsin, absent). The House now refused 
to adjourn by 106 to 102; and, after a long 
struggle, the final question was reached, and the 
bill rejected: Yeas, 106; Nays, 107. 

So the bill was lost. 

July Ist. — ^Mr. Barclay, (Dem.) of Pennsyl- 
vania rose to a privileged motion. He moved 
a reconsideration of the preceding vote, by 
which the Free-Kansas bill had been rejected. 
A stormy debate ensued, in the midst of which 
Mr. Howard, of Michigan, rose to a question of 
higher privilege (as affecting the right of a 
member [delegate] to bis seat) and submitted 
the report of the Kansas Investigating Com- 
mittee (already given). The Speaker sustained 
the motion, and the House sustained the 
Speaker. The report was thereupon presented 
and read, consuming a full day. 

July 3rd. — The question of reconsidering the 
vote defeating the Free-Kansas bill was again 
reached. Mr. Houston, of Alabama, moved that 
it do lie on the table ; defeated : Yeas, 97 ; 
Nays, 102. The main question was then order- 
ed : Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 98 ; and the reconsidera- 
tion carried: Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 99. The previous 
question on the passage of the bill was now 
ordered : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 96 ; a motion by 
Mr. McQueen, of South Carolina, to lay the bill 
on the table was defeated : Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 
100 ; and then the bill was finally passed : Yeas, 
99; Nays, 97. 

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved therecon- 
sideration of this vote, and that the motion to 
reconsider do lie on the table, which was per- 
mitted, without further division. 

Jwne ^Oth. — ^Mr. Douglas reported to the 
Senate on several bills submitted by Messrs. 
Clayton, Tombs, and others, for the pacifica- 
tion of the Kansas troubles, as also decidedly 
against Gov. Seward^s proposition to admit 
Kansas as a Free State, under her Topeka Con- 
stitution. Mr. Collamer, being the minority of 
the Territorial Committee, made a brief and 
pungent counter-report. Mr. Douglas gave 
notice that he would ask for a final vote on the 
day after the next. 

July Ist. — Bill debated by Messrs. Thompson 
of Ky., Hale of N. H., Bigler of Pa., Adams of 
Miss., and Crittenden of Ky. 

July 2d. — ^Debate continued through the day 
and following night, the majority resisting all 
motions to adjourn. Messrs. Wade, Pugh, 
Briggs, Bigler, Toombs, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Bell, Seward, Hale, and nearly half the Senate 
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participated. • Au amendment moved by Mr. 
Adams, of Miss., the day before, striking out so 
much of the bill as secures the Bight of Suf- 
frage, in the proposed reorganization of Kansas, 
to alien residents who shall have declared their 
intention to become citizens, • and renounced 
all allegiance to foreign governments, was 
adopted: Yeas, 22; Nays, 16. 

Some time in the morning of July 8d, the fol- 
lowing amendment, reduced to shape by Mr. 
Geyer, of Mo., was added to the 18th section of 
the bill — only Brown, of Miss., Fitzpatrick, of 
Ala., and Mason, of Ya., voting against it: 
Teas, 40. It provides that 

No law shall be made or have force or effect in said 
Territory [of Kansas] which shall require any attesta- 
tion or oath to Isapport any act of Congress or other 
legislative act, as a qualification for any civil office, 
public trust, or for any employment or profession, or to 
serve as a Juror, or vote at an election, or which shall 
impose any tax upon, or condition to, the exercise of 
the right of suffrage, by any qualified voter, or which 
shall restrain or prohibit the free discussion of any law 
or subject of legislation in the said Territory, or the free 
expression of opinion thereon by the people of said Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. Trumbull, of III, moved the following : 

And be it further enacted^ That it was the true in- 
tent and meaning of the ** act to organize the Territories 
of Nebrasica and Kansas," not to legislate Slavery into 
Kansas, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the 
people thereof perfectly free through their Territorial 
Legislature to regulate the institution of Slavery in their 
own way, subject to the Constitution of the United 
States ; and that, until the Territorial Legislature acts 
upon the subject, the owner of a slave in one of the 
States has no right or authority to take such slave into 
the Territory of Kansas, and there hold him as a slave ; 
but every slave taken to the Territory of Kansas by his 
owner for purposes of settlement is hereby declared to be 
free, unless there is some Valid act of a duly constituted 
Legislative Assembly of said Territory, under which he 
may be held as a slave. 

The Yeas and Nays being ordered, the pro- 
position was voted down — Yeas, 9 ; Kays, 84 — 
as follows : 

YsAB.— Messrs. Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson~9. 

Nats.— Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Beigamin, Biggs, Blgler, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Cass, Clay, Grittenden, Bodge, Douglas, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johasoo, Jones of 
Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller Wright, 
and Yulee — 84. 

Mr. Trumbull then proposed that the Kansas- 
Nebraska act 

was intended to, and does, confer upon, or leave to, the 
people of the Territory of Kansas fUll power, at any time, 
through its Territorial Legislature, to exclude Slavery 
from said Territory, or to recognise and regulate it there- 
in. 

This, too, was voted down. Mr. Trumbull 
then proposed the following : 

And be it further enacted. That all the acts and pro- 
ceedings of all and every hody of men heretofore assem* 
bled in said Territory of Kansas, and claiming to be a 
Legislative Assembly thereof, with authority to pass laws 
for the government of said Territory, are hereby declared 
to be utterly null and void. And no person shall hold 
any office, or exercise any authority or jurisdiction in 
said Territory, under or by virtue of any power or 
authority derived from such Legislative Assembly ; nor 
shall the members thereof exercise any power or authority 
as such. 

This, too, was voted down, as follows : 

YaAS.— -Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, Collamer, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson— 11. 

Nats.— Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Bepjamin, Biggs, Blgler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
CatiS, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fits- 



patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, 
Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thomoson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulee— 86. 

Mr. Foster, of Connecticut, moved the follow- 
ing amendment : 

^BC.—And be it further enacted, That, until the in- 
habitants of said Territory shall proceed to hold a Con • 
vention to form a State Constitution according to the pro- 
visions of this act, and so long as said Territory remains 
a Territory, the following sections contained in chapter 
one hundred and fifty-one, in the volume transmitted to 
the Senate, by the President of the United States, as con- 
taining the laws of Kansas, be, and the same are hereby, 
declared to be utterly null and void, viz. : 

"812. If any free person, by speaking or by writing, a<)- 
sert or maintain that persons liave not the right to hold slaved 
in this Territory, or shall Introduce into this Territory any book, 
paper, magazine, pamphlet, or circular, oontaimng any denial 
of the right of persons to hold slaves in this Territory, such 
persons shall be deemed guilty of felony, and punished by im- 
prisonment at hard labor for a term of not less than two years. 

" S 13. No person who is conscientiously opposed to hold- 
ing slaves, or who does not admit the right to hold slaves in 
this Territory, shall sit as a juror on the trial of any pro- 
secution for the violation of any one of the sectlouc: of this 
act" 

This was rejected [as superfluous, or covered 
by a former amendment,] as follows : 

Teas. — Messrs. Allen, Bell of New-Hampshire, Clay- 
ton, Collamer, Duricee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson — 18. 

Nats. — Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Blgler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Dodge, Douglas, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebas- 
tian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, 
Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee— 82. 

Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts, moved that the 
whole bill be stricken out^nd another inserted 
instead, repealing all the Territorial laws of 
Kansas. 

Rejected : Yeas, 8, ^Bell, of New-Hampshire, 
Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Seward, 
Wade, and Wilson ;) Nays, 36. 

Mr. Seward moved to strike out the whole 
bill, and insert instead one admitting Kansas as 
a Free State, under the Topeka Constitution : 
Defeated — ^Yeas, 11 ; Nays, 36 — as follows : 

Ybas. — Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, Collamer 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson— 11. 

Nats.— Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, 
Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fits- 
patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, 
Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulee— 86. 

The bill was now reported as amended, and 
the amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole concurred in. The bill was then (8 a. 
M.) ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and, on the question of its final passage, 
the vote stood— Yeas, 83 ; Nays, 12 — as follows : 

Ybas, — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, 
Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Evans, Fitspatrick, Geyer, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee— 83. 

Nats.— Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, Collamer, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson— 12. 

The bill was then sent to the House. It pro- 
vides that five competent persons appointed by 
the President, shall take a census of the legal 
voters of the Territory on the 4th of July, 1866, 
these to be apportioned into 62 districts, for the 
purpose of electing delegates to form a Stat*^. 
Constitution ; it imposes penalties for usii..g 
force or threats to influence' any qualified voter 
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in giving bis vote, or to deter bim from going 
to tbe polls ; tbe delegates elected under this 
act to assemble in Convention on the Ist Mon- 
day of December, 1856| to first determine by I 
vote whether it is . expedient to fori?, a State 
Constitution and Government, and if it is 
decided to be expedient, to proceed U> form a 
Constitution and Government for the Stale of 
Kansas, with the boundaries defined in this act. 

The bill was never acted on in the House, but 
lay on the Speaker^s table, untouched, when the 
session terminated by adjournment, Monday, 
Aug. 18th. 

July Sth, — In Senate, Mr. Douglas reported 
back from the Committee on Territories the 
House bill to admit Kansas as a State, with an 
amendment striking out all after the enacting 
clause, and inserting instead the Senate biU 
(No. 356) just referred to. 

Mr. Hale, of N. H., moved . to amend this 
substitute by providing that all who migrate to 
the Territory prior to July 4th, 1857, shall be 
entitled to a vote in determining the character 
of the institutions of Kansas. Lost: Yeas, 13 ; 
Nays, 32. 

Mr. Trumbull, of III, moved that all the Terri- 
torial laws of Kansas be repealed and the Terri- 
torial ofiicers dismissed. Rejected : Teas, 12 ; 
Nays, 32. 

Mr. Collamer, of Vt., proposed an amendment, 
prohibiting Slavery in all that portion of the 
Louisiana purchase north of 36^ 30' not in- 
cluded in the Territory of Kansas. Rejected — 
Yeas. 12; Nays, 30 — as follows : 

Yeas— Messrs. Bell of N. H., Gollamer, Dodge, Fes- 
sen den, Fifih, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Seward, Trum- 
bull and Wade. 

N A Y»— Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bright, 
Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Fits- 
patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of lovra, 
Jones of Tenn., Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Se- 
bastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Ky., Toombs, Weller, 
and Yulee. 

The substitute reported by Mr. Douglas was 
then agreed to— Yeas, 32 ; Nays, 13 — and the 
bill in this shape passed. 

[This amendment was not concurred in nor 
ever acted on by the House.] 

July 2^th, — ^Mr. Dunn, of Ind., called up a bill 
** To reorganize the Territory of Kansas and for 
other purposes,'* which he had originally (July 
Vth) proposed as a substitute for the Senate bill 
(No 356) aforesaid. Its length, and the substan- 
tial identity of many of its provisions with those 
of other bills organizing Territories contained 
iu this volume, dissuade us from quoting it 
entire. It provides for a legislative election on 
the first Tuesday in November next ; and sec- 
tion 15 proceeds : 

S 15. And l>eUfi»rfh«r enadsd^ That all suits, pro- 
cesses, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at law and 
in chancery, and all indictments and informations which 
shall be pendbig and undetermined in the courts of the 
Territory of Kansas or of New-Mexico, when this act 
shall take effect, shall remain in said courts where pend- 
ing, to be heard, tried, prosecuted, and determined in 
such courts as thoagfa this act had not been passed : 
Provided-, neverthMeaa, That all criminal prosecutions 
now pending in any of the courts of the Territory of Kan- 
sas imputing to any person or persons the crime of trea- 
son against the United States, and all crindnal prosecu- 
tions, by information or in^ctment, against any person or 
persons for any alleged violation or disregard whatever of 
what are usually known as the laws of the Legislature of 
Kansas, shall be forthwith dismissed by the courts where 
such prosecutions may be pending, and every person 



who may be restrained of his liberty by reason of said 
prosecutions, shall be released therefrom without delay. 
Nor shall there hereafter be instituted any criminal 
prosecution, in any of the courts of the United States, or 
of said Territory, against any person or persons for any 
such charge of treason In said Territory prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, or any violation or disregard of said 
Legislative enactments at any time. 

§ 28 grants to every actual settler a right of 
preemption to the quarter-section of public 
land improved and occupied by him in said 
Territory of Kansas, prior to Jan. 1st, 1858. 

Tbe two last and most important sections of 
Mr. Dunnes bill are verbatim as follows : 

§ 24. And be it further encLcUd, That so much of the 
fourteenth section, and also so much of the thirty-second 
section, of the act passed at the first session of the thirty- 
third Congres8,commbnly known as the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, as reads as follows, to wit : " Except the eighth sec- 
tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri 
into the Union, approved March 6, 1820, which being in- 
consistent with the principle of non-intervention by Con- 
gross with Slavery in the States and Territories as recog- 
nized by the legislation of 1850, commonly called the 
Compromise Measures, Is hereby declared inoperative 
and void ; it being the true Intent and meaning of this 
act not to leg^late Slavery into any Territory or State, 
nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there- 
of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in- 
stitutions iii their own way, subject only to the Consti- 
tution of the United States : Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to revive or put in 
force any law or regulation which may have existed 
prior to the act of 6th March. 1820, either pi^otecting, es- 
tablishing, prohibiting or abolishing slavery "—be and the 
same is hereby repealed, and the said eighth section of 
said act of the 6th of March, 1820, is hereby revived and 
declared to be in full force and effect within the said 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska : Provided, how- 
ever. That any person lawfully held to service in either 
of said Territories shall not be discharged from such 
service by reason of such repeal and revival of said 
eighth section, if such person shall be permanently re- 
moved from such Territory or Territories prior to the Ist 
day of January, 1658 : and any child or children born 
in either of said Territories, of any female lawfully held 
to service, if in like manner removed without said Terri- 
tories before the expiration of that date, shall not be, 
by reason of anything in this act, emancipated from 
any service it might have owed had this act never been 
passed : And provide fwrther. That any person law- 
fully held to service in any other State or Territory of the 
United States, and escaping into either the Territory of 
Kansas or Nebraska, may be reclaimed and removed to 
the person or place where such service is due, under any 
law of the United States which shall be in force upon 
the subject. 

% 25. And he itfikrthw enacted. That all other parts of 
the aforesaid Kansas-Nebraska act which relate to the 
said Territory of Kansas, and every other law or usage 
having, or which is pretended to have, any force or effect 
in said Territory In conflict with the provisions or the 
spirit of this act, except such laws of Congress and treaty 
stipulations as relate to the Indians, are hereby repealed 
and declared void. 

Mr. Dunn, having carried a reference to the 
Committee of the Whole, of a bill introduced 
by Mr. Grow, repealing all the acts of the al- 
leged Territorial Leg^ature of Kansas, now 
moved and carried a reconsideration of that 
vote, and proceeded to the striking out of 
Mr. 6row*s bill and the insertion of his own as 
a substitute. The motion prevailed. Where- 
upon Mr. Dunn moved the previous question on 
ordering this bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time, which prevailed-^-Yeas, 92 ; Nays, 86 
— and then the bill passed — ^Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 74. 

This bill was not acted on by the Senate. 

The House, iu the course of its action on the 
several Annual Appropriation bills, affixed to 
several of them, respectively, provisos, abol- 
ishing, repealing or suspending the various ob- 
noxious acts of the Territorial Legislature ; but 
all these were resisted by the Senate and were 
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ultimately given up by tbs House, save one 
appropriating $20,000 for the pay and expenses 
of the next Territorial Legislature, which the 
Senate gave up, on finding itself in serious dis- 
agreement with the House, and thus secured 
the passage of the Civil Appropriation bill. 
Finally, the two Houses were at odds, on a pro- 
viso forbidding the employment of the Army to 
enforce the acts of the Shawnee Mission assem- 
blage, claiming to be a Territorial Legislature 
of Kansas, when at noon on the 18th of Au- 
gust the speaker^s hammer fell, anouncing the 
termination of the session, leaving the Army 
bill unpassed. But President Pierce imme- 
diately issued a proclamation convening an extra 
session on the 21st (Thursday), when the two 
Houses reconvened accordingly,and a full quo- 
rum of each was found to be present. The 
House promptly repassed the army bill, again 
affixing a proviso forbiding the use of the army 
to enforce the disputed Territorial laws, which 
proviso the Senate as promptly struck out, and 
the House as promptly reinserted. The Senate 
insisted on its disagreement, but asked no con- 
ference, and the House (Aug. 22d) by a close 
vote decided to adhere to its proviso : Yeas, 97 ; 
Nays, 93 ; but one of .the yeas (Bocock of Va.) 
was so given in order to be able to move a re- 
consideration ; 80 that the true division was 

96 to 94, which was the actual division on a 
motion by Mr. Cobb of Ga. that the House re- 
cede from its position. Finally, a motion to 
reconsider was made and laid on the table ; 
Yeas, 9*7 ; Nays, 96 ; and the House thereupon 
adjourned. 

Af^. 23d. — ^The Senate also voted to ad- 
here : Yeas, 85 ; Nays, 9. 

Mr. Clayton proposed a committee of Confer- 
ence, to which Mr. Seward objected. No ac- 
tion. 

In the House, Mr. Campbell, of Ohio, proposed 
a similiar Committee of Conference. Objected 
to. 

Mr. Cobb, of Ga., moved that the House re- 
cede from its Kansas proviso. Defeated ; Yeas, 

97 ; Nays, 100. Adjourned. 

The struggle for the passage of the bill with 
or without the proviso continued until Saturday, 
August 80th, when, several members, hostile 
to the proviso, and hitherto absent, unpaired, 
having returned, the House again passed the 
Army bill with the proviso modified as follows : 

Provided, howerfer, that ifo part of the military force 
of the United Statet, fov the rapport of which appro- 
priations are made.by thfai act, shall be employed in aid 
of the enforcement of any enactments heretofore made 
by the body claiming to be the Territorial Legislature 
of Kansas. 

The bill passed as reported (under the Pre- 
vious Question) : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 79 ; and was 
sent to the Senate, where the above proviso 
was stricken out : Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 7 ; and the 
bill thus returned to the House, when the Sen- 
ate's amendment was concurred in : Yeas, 101 ; 
Nays, 97. 

So the proviso was beaten at last, and the bill 
passed, with no restriction on the President's 
discretion in the use of the Army in Kansas ; 
just as all attempts of the House to direct 
the President to have a nollt prosequi entered 
in the case of the Free-State prisoners in Kan- 
sas charged with aiding the formation and 



adoption of the Free-State constitution aa afore- 
said, had been previously beaten, after prevail- 
ing in the House — the Senate striking them out 
and the House (by union of nearly all the sup- 
porters of Fillmore with nearly or quite all 
those supporting Buchanan) finally acquiescing. 

The 34th Congress reassembled on the 1st of 
December. Since the adjournment from the 
last session the presidential election had taken 
place, resulting in the election of James 
Buchanan as President The popular vote gave 
neither of the three candidates a majority. In 
the Free States the election was hotly contested 
And a very large vote polled. In the Southern 
States the vote was small, as no issue was pre- 
sented to the people, it being claimed by 
their respective partisans, that both the candi- 
dates (Buchanan and Fillmore) voted for in 
that section were equally Pro-Slavery. But the 
pro-slavery leaders had declared in favor of 
Buchanan, and he consequently received large 
majorities in nearly every Slave State. 

On the first day of the session, Kansas affairs 
came up in the House on an objection to admit 
J. W. Whitfield to a seat as a delegate, the ob- 
jection being that the border ruffian laws under 
which he had been elected were *' null and 
void." 

Mr. Grow spoke against admitting Whitfield, 
and quoted from a speech of Mr. Clayton (a 
short time before his decease) in the Senate. 
Mr. Clayton, in speaking of these laws, said : 

Nov, sir, let me allude to that subject which is the 
great cause of all this discord between the two Houses. 
The unjwst, imquiioria, oppressive cbnd infa/motis knos 
enacted by the Kansas Legblature, as it is called, ought 

to be repealed before we adjourn." 

What are these laws ? One of them sends a man to hard 
labor for not less than two years for daring to discuss 
the question whether Slavery exists, or does not exist. 
In Kansas : not less than two years — it may be fifty ; and 
if a man could live as old as Methuselah, it might be 
over nine hundred years. That act prohibits all freedom 
of discussion in Kansas on the great subject directly re- 
ferred to the exclusive decision of the people in that 
Territory ; strikes down the liberty of the press too ; and 
is an act egregiously tyrannical as ever was attempted 
by any of the Stuarts, Tudors or Plantagenets of En- 
gland, and this' Senate persists in declaring that we are 
not to repeal that I 

Sir, let us tender to the House of Representatives the 
repeal of tliat and all other objectionable and infamous 
laws that were passed by that Legislature. I include in 
this denunciation, without any hesitation, those acts 
which prescribe that a man shall not even practice law 
in the Territory unless he swears to support the Fugitive 
Slave Law ; that he shall not vote at any election, or be 
a member of the Legislature, unless he sweai-s to support 
the Fugitive Slave Law ; that he shall not hold any office 
of honor or trust there, unless he swears to support the 
Fugitive Slave Law ; and you may as well impose just 
such a test oath for any other and every other law. . . 
I will not go through the whole catalogue of the oppres- 
sive laws of this Territory. I have done that before to- 
day. There are others as bad as these to which I have 
now referred. .... I will not, on the other hand, 
ever degrade myself by standing for an instant by those 
c^}omitiable and iimi/moue laws which I denounced 
here this morning. What I desire now Ib, that the Senate 
of the United States shall wash its hands of all participa- 
tion in these iniquities by repealing those laws. 

On Deo. 2nd, President Pierce sent his annual 
message to the two Houses of Congress. In re- 
ferring to the late election, the President says : 

It is impossible to misapprehend the great principles 
which, by their recent political action, the people of the 
United States have sanctioned and ani^ounced. 

They have asserted the Constitutional equality of each 
and all of the States of the Union as States ; they have 
affirmed the constltutloniU equality of each and all of 
the citizens of the United States as citlaens, whatever 
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their religion, whererer their birth, or their residence ; 
they have maintained the inviolability of the constitu- 
tional rights of the different sections of the Union ; and 
they have proclaimed their devoted and unalterable at- 
tachment to the Union and the Constitution, as objects 
of interest superior to all subjects of Ibcal or sectional 
oontroversy, as the safeguard of the rights of all as the 
spirit and true essence of the liberty, peace, and great-, 
ness of the Republic. 

In doing this, they have, at the same time, emphati- 
oally condemned the Idea of organizing in these United 
States mere geographical parties ; of marshalling in hos- 
tile array towards each other the different parts of the 
country, North or South, East or West. 

Schemes of this nature, fraught with incalculable mis- 
chief, and which the considerate sense of the people has 
r^ected, could have had countenance In no part of the 
country, had they not been disguised by suggestions 
plausible in appearance, acting upon an excited state 6f 
the public mind, induced by causes temporary in their 
character, and it is to be hoped transient in their influ- 
ence. 

Perfect liberty of association for political objects and 
the widest scope of discussion are the received and ordi- 
nary conditions of government in our country. Our in- 
stitutions, framed in the spirit of confidence in the intel- 
ligence and integrity of the people, do not forbid citiaens, 
either individually or associated together, to attack by 
writing, speech, or any other methods short of physical 
force, the Constitution and the very existence of the 
Union. Under the shelter of this great liberty, and pro- 
tected by the laws and usages of (he government they 
assail, associations have been formed in some of the 
States, of individuals who, pretending to seelc only to 
prevent the spread of the institution of Slavery into the 
present or future inchoate States of the Union, are really 
inflamed with desire to change the domestic institutions 
of existing States. To accomplish their objects, they 
dedicate themselves to the odious task t)f depreciating 
the Government organisation which stands in their way, 
and of calumniating, with Indiscriminating invective, not 
only the citizens of particular States, with whose laws 
they find fault, but all others of their fellow-citizens 
throughout the country, who do not participate with 
them in their assaults upon the Constitution, firamed and 
adopted by our fathers, and chUming for the privileges 
it has secured, and the blessings It has conferred, the 
steady support and grateful reverence of their children. 
They seek an object which they well know to be a revo- 
lutionary one. They are perfectly aware that the change 
in the relative condition of the white and black races in 
the slaveholding States, which they would promote, is 
beyond their lawful authority ; that to them it is a for- 
eign object ; that it cannot be effected by any peaceful 
instrumentality of theirs ; that for them, and the States 
of which they are citizens, the only path to its 'accom- 
plishment is through burning, cities, and ravaged fields, 
and slaughtered populations, and all there is most terri- 
ble in foreign, complicated with civil and servile war; 
and that the first step in the attempt is the forcible dis- 
ruption of a country embracing in its broad bosom a 
degree of liberty, and an amount of individual and pub- 
lic prosperity to which there is no parallel in history, 
and substituting in its place hostile governments, driven 
at once and inevitably into mutual devastation and 
fratricidal carnage, transforming the now peaceful and 
felicitous brQtherhood into a vast permanent camp of 
armed men, like the rival monarchies of Europe and 
Asia. Well knowing that such, and such only, are the 
means and the consequences of their plans and purposes, 
they endeavor to prepare the people of the United 
States for civil war by doing everything in their power 
to deprive the Constitution and the laws of moral 
authority, and to undermine the fabric of the Union by 
appeals to passion and sectional prejudice, by Indoctrin- 
atUig its people with reciprocal hatred, and by educat- 
ing them to stand face to face as enemies, raUier than 
shoulder to shoulder as friends. 

It is by the agency of such unwarrantable interference, 
foreign and domestic, that the minds of many, otherwise 
good citizens, have been so inflamed into the passionate 
condemnation of the domestic institutions of the Southern 
States, as at length to pass insensibly to almost equally 
passionate hostility toward their fellow-citisens of those 
States, and thus, finally, to fall into the temporary fel- 
lowship with the avowed and active enemies of the Con- 
stitution. Ardently attached to liberty in the abstract, 
they do not stop to consider practically how the objecta 
they would attain can be accomplished, nor to reflect 
that, even if the evil were as great as they deem it, they 
have no remetiy to apply, and that it can be only aggra- 
vated by their violence and unconstitutioDal action. A 
question which is one of the most difficult of all tlie 



problems of social institutions, political economy, and 
statesmanship, they treat with unreasonable intempe- 
rance of thought and language. Extremes beget ex- 
tremes. Violent attack from the North fiuds its inevitable 
consequence in the growth of a spirit of angry defiance at 
the South. Thus, in the progress of events, we had 
reached the consummation which the voice of the people 
has now so pointedly rebuked, of the attempt of a portion 
of the States, by a sectional organization and movement, 
to usurp the control of the Government of the United 
States. 

I confidently believe that the great body of those who 
inconsiderately took this fatal step are sincerely attached 
to the Constitution and the Union. They would, upon 
deliberation, shrink with unaffected horror from any con- 
scious act of disunion or civil war. But they have 
entered into a path which leads nowhere, unless it be to 
civil war and disunion, and which has no other possible 
outlet. They have proceeded thus far in that direction 
in consequence of the successive stages of their progress 
having consisted of a series of secondary issues, each of 
which professed to be confined within constitutional and 
peaceful limits, but which attempted indirectly what few 
men were wiliiug to do directly ; that is, to act aggressively 
against the constitutional rights of nearly one-half of the 
thirty-one States. 

In the long series of acts of indirect aggression, the 
first was the strenuous agitation, by citizens of the 
Northern States, in Congress and out of it, of the question 
of negro emancipation in the Southern States. 

In reference to the repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise, and the legislative power of Con- 
gress over the Territories, the President says : 

The enactment which established the restrictive geo- 
graphical line, was acquiesced in, ratlier than approved, 
by the States of the Union. It stood on the statute-book, 
howevfr, for a number of years ; and the people of the 
respective States acquiesced in the reenactment of the 
principle as applied to the State of Texas ; and it was 
proposed to acquiesce in its further application to the 
territory acquired by the United States from Mexico, 
but this proposition was successfully resisted by the re- 
presentativj^ from the Northern Slates, who, regardless 
of the statute line, insisted upon applying restriction to the 
new territory generally, whether lying north or south of 
it, thereby repealing it as a legislative compromise, and, 
on the part of the North, persistently violating the com- 
pact, if compact there was. 

Ttiereupon, this enactment ceased to have binding virtue 
in any sense, whether as respects the North or the South ; 
and so in effect it was treated on the occasion of ttie ad- 
mission of the State of California, and the organteatioa 
of the Territories of New Mexico, Utah and Washington. 

Such was the state of tliis question when the time 
arrived for the organization of the Territories of Kansas 
and Nebraska. In the progress of constitutional inquiry 
and reflection, it had now at length come to be seen 
clearly that Congress does not possess constitutional 
power to impose restrictions of this character upon any 
present or future State of the Union. In a long series of 
decisions, on the fullest argument, and after the most 
deliberate consideration, the Supreme Court of the United 
States had finally determined this point In every form 
under which the question could arise, whether as affecting 
public or private riglits — in questions of the public do- 
main, of religion, of navigation, and of servitude. 

The several States of the Union are, by force of the 
Constitution, coequal in domestic legislative power. Con- 
gress cannot change a law of domestic relation in the 
State of Maine : no more can it in the State of Missouri. 
Any statute wliich proposes to do this is a mere nullity ; 
it takes away no right, it confers none. If it remains .on 
the statute-book unrepealed, it remains there only as a 
monument of error, and a beacon of warning to the 
legislator and the statesman. To repeal it will be only to 
remove imperfection from the statutes, without affecting, 
either in the sense of permission or of prohibition, the 
action of the States, or of their citizens. 

Still, when the nominal restriction of this nature^ 
already a dead letter in law, was in terms repealed by 
the last Congress, in a clause of the act organizing the 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, that repeal was made 
the occasion of a wide spread and dangerous agitation. 

It was alleged that the original enactment being a 
compact of perpetual moral obligation, its repeal con- 
stituted an odious breach of faith. 

On the motion to print the Message and ac- 
companying documents, Mr. Hale, of N. H., 
said : 

I look on the message of the President as a most nn- 
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fortunate one. I hare no desire to aay anything which 
shall be constraed into a want of courtesy, Icindness, or 
respect for him. I mean all due courtesy, kindness and 
respect. His situation is certainly such as to appeal to 
the magnanimity rather than provoke the hostility of 
his opponents. If he had been content to submit to it, 
and go out, as it seemed to be the wish of his friends and 
foes that he should, without attempUng to make suoh 
a charge as this against his political opponenta, I should 
certainly have been content. 

But, sir, this message of the President is an arraign- 
ment of a vast majority of the people of eleven States of 
this Union of want of fidelity to their constitutional 
obligations, and of hostility to the Union and Constitution 
of these States. I deny it totally. More than that ; the 
President of the United States, by virtue of the privileges 
conferred on him by the Constitution, charges upon the 
majority of the people of these States, in the exercise of 
their constitutional prerogative of voting for whom they 
please, the high offense of endeavoring to ** usurp " — this 
is his very language — ** the control of the Government of 
the United States.'* *' Usurp," if lexicographers under- 
stand the meaning of ttie word, is ** to seiie by force 
without right." I have observed in the history of the 
past few months no attempt in any section of the country, 
last and least in that section which the President arraigns, 
to seise upon power in this Government except by the 
regular constitutional discharge of the people*s obliga- 
tions and duties as citizens going to the polls in the 
exercise of their elective franchise. Again, sir, I have 
not heard from a single citisen of those States an intima- 
tion, that if tiiey should fail in the canvass upon which 
they had entered and in which they were striving to 
secure a majority in the councils of this Government, 
they were to do anything else but submit quietJy and 
peaceably to the constitutionally expressed will of a 
majority. 

Mr. Seward, of N. T., said : 

The President, I think, has departed from a customary 
course which was well established by his predecessors ; 
that was to confine the annual message of the Executive 
to legitimate matters of legislation which must neces- 
sarily occupy the attention of Congress, and leave 
partisan disputes, occurring among the people, to the 
consideration and refiection of the people ttiemselves. 
This President of the United States was the first one, I 
think, to depart ftom that course in his Inaugural Ad- 
dress; and, if I remember aright, he continued this 
departure in his first message and second message. He 
has been uncorrected, or rather unreformed in his erro- 
neous course ; he goes through to the end in the same 
course. I am willing, for my own part, that he, like all 
the rest of us, shall have hSi speech— shall assign his 
reasons and his vindication for his policy. I do not 
question his right; I do not dispute it. Whatever I 
have thought necessary to submit to any portion of my 
countrymen in regard to the canvass which U past, has 
been submitted in the right time, in the right place, and 
I trust, in the right spirit. I am willing to allow the 
President of the United States the same opportunity 
which you and I and all others have ex^oyed. 

Mr. Mason, of Ya., said : 

Mr. President : the constant and obstinate agitation of 
questions connected with the institution of Slavery, has 
brought, I am satisfied, the public mind in those States 
where the institution prevails, to the conviction that the 
preservation of that institution rests with tiiemselves and 
with themselves only. Therefore, at this day, when it is 
the pleasure of Senators again to bring that institution 
under review upon this floor, in any connection what- 
ever, as one of the Representatives of the South, I take 
no further interest in the discussion, or in the opinion 
which is entertained at the North in relation to it, than 
as it may confirm the hope that there is a public senti- 
ment at the North yet remaining, which unites with the 
South in the desire to perpetuate the Union, and that, by 
the aid of that public sentiment at the North, the Union 
will be preserved. But further than that, as a statesman, 
and as one representing a Southern State, where that 
institution prevails more largely than in any other, the 
public sentiment of the North is a matter indifferent to 
me, because I say again, we have attained the convic- 
tion that the safety of that institution will rest, must 
rest, and should rest, with the people of the States only 
where it prevails. 

Mr. Wilson, of Mass., said : 

The party to which reference has been made in this 
message — for I take it this assault of the President of the 
United States is upon the Republican party, and the 
people who supported that organization in the laat 



election — stands before the country with its opinions 
clearly expressed and openly avowed. It has a right to 
claim from the President of the United States — It has a 
right to claim from honorable Senators here — ^it has a 
right to claim before the country that it shall stand upon 
its broad and open declarations of principle. How does 
it stand ? It accepts the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution of the United States as its funda- 
mental creed of doctrine. It claims that Congress has a 
right to legislate fbr the Territories of the United States, 
and to exclude Slavery from them. It avows its deter- 
mination to exercise that power. It has a right to ask 
of the President, and the country, that it shall be Judged 
by its open and avowed declarations, and shall not be 
misrepresented, as it has been misrepresented in thLi 
document by the President of the United States. The 
declaration is broadly made here, not only that these 
men are sectlonaUsts — not only that they have gotten 
up a sectional warCare, but that they are m^ntaining 
doctrines hostile to the perpetuity of the Union. Now, 
sir, let me say here to-day, that I do not know a man in 
the Free States who supported John C. Fremont in the 
last presidential election, not one of the one million 
three hundred thousand intelligent freemen who sup- 
ported that nomination, that ever avowed his intention 
to go for a dissolution of this Union ; but at all times, on 
all occasions, in public and in private, they have avowed 
their devotion to the Union, and their intention to main- 
tain and defend it. 

Let me say further, that the men in this country, who 
avow themselves to be disunionists, that squad, which, 
during the last thirty years, on all fit and unfit occasions, 
in moments of excitement and moments of calm, have 
avowed themselves disunionists. have, as a body, en 
masMy supported the Democratic party. The whole 
southern heavens have been darkened during the last 
four months by the black banners of disunion that have 
fioated in the breese. 

Mr. Pugh, of Ohio, defended the President 
against the construction put on certain parts of 
the message by other Senators. He said : 

My colleagnie (Mr. Wade) asserts that the President 
has employed libellous terms in speaking of a large 
number of our common constituents, who voted for Col. 
Fremont at the last election. If the charges were true 
in any sense, I should unite with my colleague in the 
condemnation which he has pronounced ; for although I 
would havo deplored the election of CoL Fremont as the 
greatest calanuty that could befall the American people, 
I feel bound to render my tribute of respect to those 
honest, patriotic, but as I think, misguided, citizens of 
Ohio, who voted for him. The paragraph upon which 
my colleague based this accusation, is the one which I 
now send to the secretary's desk. (Here the secretary 
read the part of the message quoted above, beginning, 
** Our institutions framed" and down to " rather than 
shoulder to shoulder as friends.") It is (continued Mr. 
Pugh) impossible- that this paragraph should apply to 
the members of the Republican party, if, as now asserted, 
they do not aim at the abolition by Congress of Slavery 
wlthhi the States. It is directed against those who hold 
that doctrine. It refers to the men whom the Senator 
from Mass. (Mr. Wilson) and the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Fessenden) themselves have denounced on the floor. 

THE LECOMPTON (CONSTITUTION. 

On the 8th December, 186*7, President Bu- 
chanan transmitted to Congress his first annual 
message. lie devotes considerable space to the 
subject of Slavery, giving a history of the forma- 
tion of the Lecompton Constitution for Kansas, 
and announcing the doctrine that the Constitu- 
tion of its own force carries Slavery into all the 
Territories. Speaking of this subject, he says : 
** In emerging from the condition of Territorial ' 
dependence into that of a sovereign State, it 
was their duty, in my opinion, to make known 
their will by the votes of the majority, on the 
direct question, whether this important domestic 
institution should or should not contintte to 
exist ;*' and that the slaves now in Kansas ** were 
brought into the Territory under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States." 

The following is the part of the message 
referring to Kansas affairs : 
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It Is untiec essary to state in detail the alarming con- 
dition of th« Territory of Kansas at the time of my in- 
auguration. The opposing parties then stood in hostile 
array against each other, and any accident might hare 
relighted the flames of civil war. Besides, at this critical 
moment. Kansas was left without a governor by the 
resignation of Governor Geary. 

On the 19th of February previous, the Territorial legis- 
lature had passed a law providing for the election of de- 
legates on the third Monday of June, to a convention 
to meet on the first Monday in September, for the pur- 

f»ose of framing a constitution preparatory to admission 
Qto the Union. This law was in the main fair and Just; 
and it is to be regretted that all the qualified electors 
had not registered themselves and voted under its pro- 
visions. 

At the time of the election for delegates, an extensive 
organisation existed in the Territory, whose avowed ob- 
ject it was. if need be, to put down the lawfttl govern- 
ment by force, and to establish a government of their 
own under the so-called Topeka Constitution. The per- 
sons attached to this revolutionary organization ab- 
stained from taldng any part in the election. 

The act of the Territorial legislature had omitted to 
provide for submitting to the people the constitution 
which might be framed by the Convention ; and in the 
excited state of public feeling throughout Kansas, an 
apprehension extensively prevailed that a design ex- 
isted to force upon them a constitution, in relation to 
Slavery, agidnst their wlU.> In this emergency it became 
my duty, as it was my unquestionable right, having in 
view Uie union of all good citizens In support of the Ter- 
ritorial laws, to express an opinion on the true construc- 
tion of the provisions concerning Slavery contained in 
the organic act of Congress of the 8(Hh May, 1854. Con- 
gress declared it to be " the true Intent and meaning of 
this act not t-o le^slate Slavery into any Territory or 
State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the peo- 
ple thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way.'* Under it 
Kansas. " when admited as a State," was to ** be re- 
ceived into the Union with or without Slavery as their 
constitution may prescribe at the time of their admis- 
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sion 

Did Congress mean by this language that the delegates 
elected to frame a constitution, should have authority 
finally to decide the question of Slavery, or did they in- 
tend, by leaving it to the people, that the people of Kan- 
sas themselves should decide this question by a direct 
vote? On this subject I confess I had never entertained 
a serious doubt, and, therefore, in my instructions to 
Governor Walker of the 28th March last, I merely said 
that when " a constitution shall be submitted to the peo- 
ple of the Territory, they must be protected in the exer- 
cise of their right of voting for or against that instru- 
ment, and the fair expression of the popular will must 
not be interrupted by fraud or violence.'' 

In expressing this opinion it was far ft-om my inten- 
tion to interfere with' the decision of the people of Kan- 
sas, either for or against Slavery. From this I have 
always carefully abstained. Intrusted with the duty 
of '•*' taidng care that the laws be faithfully executed," 
my only desire was that the people of Kansas should 
furnish to Congress the evidence required by the organic 
act, whether for or against Slavery ; and in this man- 
ner smooth their passage into the Union. In emerging 
from the condition of Territorial dependence into that of 
a sovereign State, it was their duty, in my opinion, to 
make known their will by the votes of the majority, on 
the direct question, whether this important domestic in- 
stitution should or should not conHnue to ettisL In- 
deed this was the only possible mode in which their will 
could be authentically ascertained. 

The election of delegates to a convention must neces- 
sarily take place in separate districts. From this cause 
it may readily happen, as has often been the case, that 
a majority of the people of a State or Territory are on 
one side of a question, whilst a majority of the represen- 
tatives from the several districts into which it is divided 
may be upon the other side. This arises flrom the fact 
that in some districts delegates may be elected by small 
majorities, whilst in others those of different sentiments 
may receive majorities sufficiently great not only to 
overcome the votes g^ven for the former, but to leave 
a large majority of the whole people in direct oppo- 
sition to a majority of the delegates. Besides, our his- 
tory proves that influences may be brought to bear on 
tiie reprefientative sufficiently powerftil to induce him to 
disregard the will of his constituents. The truth is, that 
no other authentic and satisfactory mode exists of 
ascertaining the will of a majority of the people of any 
State or Territory on an important and exciting ques- 
tion like that of Slavery in Kansas, except by leaving it 
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to a direct vote. How wise, then, was It for Congress to 
pass over all subordinate and intermediate agencies, 
and proceed directlv to the source of all legitimate 
power under our institutions ! 

How vain would any other principle prove in prac- 
tice ! This may be illustrated by the case of Kansas. 
Should she be admitted into the Union with a constitu- 
tion either maintaining or abolishing Slavery,.against the 
sentiment of the people, this could have no other effect 
than to continue and to exasperate the existing agita- 
tion during the brief period required to make the con- 
stitution conform to the irresistible will of the majority. 

The friends and supporters of the Nebraska and Kan- 
sas act, when struggling on a recent occasion to sustain 
its wise provisions before the great tribunal of the Ame- 
rican people, never diflipred about its true meaning on 
this subject. Everywhere throaghout the Union they 
publicly pledged their faith and their honor that they 
would cheerfully submit the question of Slavery to the 
decision of the oona^e people of Kansas, without any 
restriction or quallflcation whatever. All were cordially 
united upon the great doctrine of popular sovereignty, 
which Is the vital principle of our free institutions. Had it, 
then, been insinuated from any quarter that it would be 
a sufficient compliance with the requisitions of the or- 
ganic law for the members of a convention, thereafber to 
be elected, to withhold the question of S^lavery f lom the 
people, and to substitute their own will for that of a 
l^pally-ascertained majority of all thehr constituents, this 
would have been instantly rcjjected. Everywhere j^hey 
remained true to the resolution adopted on a celebrated 
occasion recogi^ing '* the right of the people of all the 
Territories — Including Kansas and Nebraska, acting 
through the legally and fairly expressed will of a major- 
ity of actual residents, and whenever the number of 
their inhabitants justified it — to form a consUtution with 
or without Slavery, and be admitted into the Union 
upon terms of perfect equality with the ottier States." 

The Convention to frame a constitution for Kansas 
met on the first Monday of September last. They were 
called together by virtue of an act of the Territorial 
legislature, whose lawftil existence had been recognized 
by Congress in different forms and by different enact- 
ments. A large proportion of the citizens of Kansas did 
not think proper to register their names and to vote at 
the election for delegates ; but an opportunity to do this 
having been fairly afforded, their refusal to avail them- 
selves of their right could in no manner affect the legal- 
ity of the convention. 

This Convention proceeded to firame a constitution for 
Slansas, and finally a4Journed on the 7th day of No- 
vember. But little difficulty occurred in the Convention, 
except on the subject of Slavery. The truth is, that the 
general provisions of our recent State constitutions are 
so similar,- and, I may add, so excellent, that the differ- 
ence between them is not essential. Under the earlier 
practice of the Government, no constitution framed by 
the convention of a Territory preparatory to its admis- 
sion into the Union as a State had been submitted to the 
people. I trust, however, the example set by the last 
Congress, requiring that Uie constitution of Minnesota 
" should be subject to the approval and ratification of 
the people of the proposed State," may be followed on 
future occasions. I took it for granted that the Conven- 
tion of Kansas would act in accordance with this exam- 
pie, founded as it is, on correct principles ; and hence 
my instructions to Governor Walker, in favor of sub- 
mitting the constitution to the people, were expressed in 
general and unqualified terms. 

In the Kansas-Nebraska act, however, this require- 
ment, as applicable to the whole constitution, had not 
been inserted, and the Convention were not bound by 
its terms to submit any other portion of the instrument 
to an election, except that wliich relates to the " domes- 
tic institution " of Slavery. This will be rendered clear 
by a simple reference to its language. It was " not to 
legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to 
exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof per- 
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu- 
tions In their own way." According to the plain con- 
struction of the sentence, the words '* domestic Institu- 
tions " have a direct as they have an appropriate refer- 
ence to Slavery. " Domestic Institutions " are limited to 
the family. The relation between master and slave and 
a few others are ** domestic institutions,'* and are en- 
tirely distinct from Institutions of a political character. 
Besides, there was no question then before Congres.*, nor 
indeed has there since been any serious question before 
the people of Kansas or the country, except that which 
relates to the " domestic institution " of Slavery. 

The Convention, after an angry and excited debate, 
finally determined, by a majority of only two, to submit 
the question of Slavery to the people, though at the Ust 
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forty-three of the fifty delegates present affixed their 
signatares to the constitution. 

A large mt^ority of the Convention were in favor of 
establishing Slavery in Kansas. They accordingly in- 
serted an article in the constitution for this purpose 
similar in form to those which had been adopted by 
other Territorial conventions. In the schedule, how- 
ever, providing for the transition from a Territorial to a 
State government, the question has been fairly and ex- 
plicitly referred to the people, whether they will have a 
constitution ** with or without Slavery." It declares that, 
before the constitution adopted by the Convention 
'* shall be sent to Congress for admission into the Union 
as a State," an election shall be held to decide this ques- 
tion, at which all the white male inhabitants of the Ter- 
ritory above the age of 21 are entitled to vote. They 
are to vote by ballot ; and " the ballots cast at said 
election shall be indorsed * constitution with Slavery,* 
and * constitution with no Slavery.*" If there be a 
majority in favor of the the ** constitution with Sla- 
very,'* then it is to be transmitted to Congress by the 
president of the Convention in its original form. If, on 
the contrary, there shall be a majority in favor of the 
" constitution with no Slavery,** *■*■ then the article pro- 
viding for Slavery shall be stricken from the constitu- ' 
tion by the president of this Convention ;** and it is 
expressly declared that " no Slavery shall exist in the 
State of Kansas, except that the right of property in 
slaves n6w in the Territory shall in no manner be inter- 
fered with ;" and in that event it is made his duty to 
have the constitution thus ratified, transmitted to the 
Congress of the United States, for the admission of the 
State into the Union. 

At this election, every citizen will have an opportu- 
nity of expressing his opinion by his vote "whether 
Kansas shall be received into the Union with or without 
Slavery,** and thus this exciting question may be peace- 
fully settled in the very mode required by the organic 
law. The election will be held under legitimate author- 
ity, and if any portion of the inhabitants shall refuse to 
vote, a fair opportunity to do so having been presented, 
this will be their own voluntary act, and they alone 
will be responsible for the consequences. 

Whether Kansas shall be a free or a slave State, must 
eventually, under some authority, be decided by an 
election ; and the question can never be more clearly 
or distinctly presented to the people than it is at the 
p.-esent moment. Should this opportunity be rejected, 
she may be involved for years in domestic discord, and 
possibly in civil war, before she can again make up the 
issue now so fortunately tendered, and again reach the 
point she has already attained. 

Kansas has for some years occupied too much of the 
public attention. It is high time this should be directed 
to far more Important objects. When once admitted 
into the Union, whether with or without Slavery, the 
excitement beyond her own limits will speedily pass 
away, and she will then, for the first time, be left, as she 
ought to have been long since, to manage her own 
affairs in her own way. If her constitution on the sub- 
ject of Slavery, or on any other subject, be displeasing 
to a majority of the people, no human power can prevent 
them from changing ii within a brief period. Under 
these circumstances, it may well be questioned whether 
the peace and quiet of the whole country are not of 
greater importance than the mere temporary triumph 
• of either of the political parties in Kansas. 

Should the constitution without Slavery be adopted by 
the votes of the majority, the rights of property in slaves 
. now in the Territory are reserved. The number of these 
is very small ; but if it were greater the provision would 
.be equally just and reasonable. The slaves were 
brought Into the Territory under the Constitution of the 
United States, and are now the property of their mas- 
ters. This point has at length been finally decided by 
.tlie highest judicial tribunal of the country — and this 
upon the plain principle that when a confederacy of 
vBovereign States acquire a new territory at their joint 
expense, both equality and justice demand that the citi- 
.zens of one and all of them thall have the right to take 
\nto it whatsoever is recognized as property by the com- 
mon Constitution. To have summarily confiscated the 
property in slaves already in the Territory would have 
'been an act of gross injustice, and contrary to the prac- 
tice of the older States of the Union wliich have abol- 
ished Slavery. 

Mr. Douglas on Lecompton. 

Mr. Douglas, who very early joined in the de- 
t)ate on the President's Message, at first said 
-he dissented from tho views of the President in 
jr^gard to Kansas, but afterward endeavored to 



show that the President did not mean to 

'* recommend" the Lecompton Constitution, but 

that he only 

referred that document to the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States— -as the Constitution of the United States 
refers it — for us to decide upon It under our own respon- 
sibility. **It is proper,'* said Mr. D., " that he should 
have thus referred it to us as a matter for congressional 
action, and not as an administrative or executive measure, 
for the reason that the Constitution of the United States 
says, * Congress may admit new States into the Uulon.* 
Hence we find the Kansas question before us now, not 
as an Administrative measure, not as an Executive mea- 
sure, but as a measure coming before us for our free 
action, without any recommendation or interference, 
directly or indirectly, by the Administration now in pos- 
session of the Federal Government.** 

Mr. Prerident, I am not going to stop &nd Inquire how 
far the Nebraska bill, which said the people should be 
left perfectly free to form their constitution for them- 
selves, authorized the President, or the Cabinet, or Gov- 
ernor Walker, or any other Territorial officer, to inter- 
fere and tell the Convention of Kansas whether they 
should or should not submit the question to the people. 
I am not going to stop to Inquire how far they were 
authorized to do that, it being my opinion that the spirit 
of the Nebraska bill required It to be done. It is sufficient 
for my purpose that the Administration of the Federal 
Government unanimously— that the administration of the 
Territorial government, in all Its parts, unanimously — 
understood the Territorial law under wliich the Conven* 
tion was assembled to mean that the constitution to be 
formed by that Convention should be submitted to the 
people for ratification or rejection, and, if not confirmed 
by a majority of the people, should be null and void, 
without coming to Congress for approval. 

Not only did the National Government and the Territo- 
rial government so understand the law at the time, but, 
as I have already stated, the people of the Territory so 
understood it. As a further evidence on that point, a 
large number, if not a majority, of the delegates were 
instructed in the nominating conventions to submit the 
constitution to the people for ratification. I know that 
the delegates from Douglas County, eight in number, Mr. 
Calhoun, President of the Convention, being among them, 
were not only instructed thus to submit the question, but 
they signed and published, while candidates, a written 
pledge that they would submit it to the people for ratifi- 
cation. I know that men high in authority, and in the 
confidence of the Territorial and National Gove nment, 
canvassed every part of Kansas during the election of 
delegates, and each one of them pledged himself to the 
people that no snap judgment was to be taken ; that the 
constitution was to be submitted to the people for accept- 
ance or rejection : that it would be void unless that was 
done ; that the Adminlstratioa would spurn and scorn it as 
a violation of the principles on which it came into power, 
and that a Democratic Congress would hurl it from their 
presence as an insult to the Democrats who stood pledged 
to see the people left free to form their domestic institu- 
Uons for themselves. 

Not only that, sir, but up to the time when the Conven- 
tion assembled, on the 1st of September, so far as I can 
learn, it was understood everywhere that the constitution 
was to be submitted for ratification or r^ection. They 
met, however, on the 1st of September, and adjourned 
until after the October election. I think that it was wise 
and prudent that they should thus have adjourned. They 
did not wish to bring any question into that election 
which would divide the Democratic party, and weaken 
our chances of success in the election. I was rejoiced 
when I saw that they did adjourn, so as not to show theh: 
hand on any question that would divide and distract the 
party until after the election. During that recess,while the 
Convention was adjourned, Governor Ransom, the Demo- 
cratic candidate for Congress, running against the present 
Delegate from that Territory, was canvassing every part of 
Kansas, in favor of the doctrine of submitting the consti- 
tution to the people, declaring that the Democratic party 
were in favor of such submission, and that it was a slan- 
der of the Black Republicans to intimate the charge that 
tiie Democratic party did not intend to carry out that 
pledge in good faith. Thus, up to the time of the Con- 
vention, in October last, the pretense was kept up, the 
profession was openly made, and believed by me, and I 
thought believed by them, that the Convention intended 
to submit a constitution to the people, and not to attempt 
to put a government in operation without such submis- 
sion. The election being over, the Democratic party 
being defeated by an overwhelming vote, the Opposition 
having triumphed, and got possession of both branches 
•f the legislature, and having elected their Territorial 
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Delegate, the Convention assembled, and then proceeded 
to complete their worlc. 

Novr let us stop to inquire how they redeemed the 
pledge to submit the constitution to the people. They 
first go on to malce a constitution. Then they make a 
schedule, in which they provide that the constitution, on 
the 21st of December — ^the present month-— shall be sub- 
mitted to all the bonaJtiU inhabitants of the Territory on 
tliat day, for their firee acceptance or rcijection, in the fol- 
lowing manner, to wit: Thus acknowledging that they 
were bound to submit it to the will of the people ; conced- 
ing that they had no right to put it into operation without 
submitting It to the people ; providing in the instrument 
that it shoudd take effect from and after the -date of its 
ratification, and not before ; showing that the Constitution 
derives its vitality, in their estimation, not from the au- 
thority of the Convention, but from that vote of the peo- 
ple, to which it was to be submitted for their free accept- 
ance or rejection. How is It to be submitted ? It shall be 
submitted In this form: "ConstltuUon with Slavery, or 
constitution with no Slavery ?" All men must vote for the 
constituUon, whether they like It or not. In order to be 
permitted to vote for or against Slavery. Thus a constitu- 
uon made by a convention that had authority to assemble 
and petition for a redress of grievances, but not to estab 
lish a government— « constitution made under a pledge 
of honor tJiat it should be submitted to the people before 
Lftook effect — ^a constitution which provides on Its face, that 
it shall have no validity except what It derives from such 
submission — Is submitted to the people at an election 
where sil men are at liberty to come forward freely, with- 
out hindrance, and vote for It, but no man Is permitted to 
record a vote against it 1 

That would be as fair an election as some of the ene- 
mies of Napoleon attributed to him when^he was elected 
First Consul He Is said to have called out his troops and 
had them reviewed by his ofiicers, with a speech, patriotic 
and fair in Its professions, in which he said to them : 
** Now, my soldiers, you are to go to the election and vote 
freely, Just as you please. If you vote for Napoleon, all is 
well ; vote against him, and j ou are to be Instantly 
shot 1" That was a fair election: (Laughter.) This elec- 
tion is to be equally fair. All men in favor of the cdnstl- 
tuUon may vote for It, all men against it shall not vote at 
all. Why not let them vote against It ? I presume you 
have asked many a man this question. I have asked a 
very large number of the gentlemen who framed the con- 
stitution, qidte a number of delegates, and a still larger 
number of persons who are their friends, and I have re- 
ceived the same answer from every one of them. I never 
received any other answer, and I presume we never shall 
get any other answer. What is that? They say, if they 
had allowed a negative vote, the constitution would have 
been voted down by an overwhelming majority ; and hence 
the fellows shall not be allowed to vote at all. (Laughter.) 
Mr. President, that may be true. It Is no part of my 
purpose to deny the proposition that that constitution 
would have been voted down if submitted to the people. 
I believe It would have been voted down by a majority 
of four to one. I am Informed by men well posted there 
— ^Democrats — ^that It would be voted down ten to one ; 
some say by twenty to one. 

But is it a good reason why you should declare it in 
force, without being submitted to the people, merely be- 
cause It would have been voted down by five to one If 
you had submitted it? What does that fact prove? 
Does it not show unrlenlably that an overwhelming majority 
of the people of Kansas are unalterably opposed to that 
constitution? Will you force It on them against their 
will, simply bceause they would have voted It down If you 
had consulted them ? If you will, are you going to force 
it upon them under the plea of leaving them perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic Institutions in their 
own way ? Is that the mode In which I am called upon to 
carry out the principle of self-government and popular 
sovereignty In the Territories— to force a constitution on 
the people against their will, In opposition to their protest, 
with a knowlege of the fact, and then to assign as a reason 
for my tyranny, that they would be so obstinate and so 
perverse as to vote down the constitution If I had given 
til em an opportunity to be consulted about It? 

Sir, I deny your right, or mine, to inquire of these peo- 
ple what their objections to that constitution are. They 
have a right to judge for themselves whether they like or 
dislike It. It Is no answer to tell me that the constitution 
is a good one, and unobjecUonable. It is not satisfactory 
to me to have the President say, in his message, that that 
constitution to an admirable one, like all the coostltntions 
of the new States that have been recently firamed. Whether 
good or bad, whether obnoxioua or not, Is none of my bust* 
ness, and none of yours. 

It is their business, and not ours. I care not what they 
have in their constitution, so that It soita them and does 



not violate the Constitution of the United States and the 
fundamental principles of liberty upon which our Institu- 
tions rest. I am not going to argue the question whether 
the banking system established in that constitution Is wise 
or unwise. It says there shall be no monopolies, but there 
shall be one bank of issue in the State, with two branches. 
All I have to say on that point is, if they want a banking 
system, let them have it ; if they do not want it, let them 
prohibit it. If they want a bank with two branches, be It 
so ; If they want twenty, it is none of my bushiess ; and it 
matters not to me whether one of them shall be on the north 
side and the other on the south side of tiie Kaw Biver, or 
where they shall be. 

While I have no right to expect to be consulted on that 
point, I do hold that the people of Kansas have the 
right to be consulted and to decide it, and you have no 
rightful authority to deprive them of that privilege. It is 
uo justification, in my mind, to say that the provision for 
the eligibility for the officers of Governor and Lieut.-Gho- 
vernor requires twenty years* citisenship in the United 
States. If men think that no person should vote or hold 
office until he has been here twenty years, they have a 
right to think so ; and if a majority of the people of Kan- 
sas think that no man of foreign birth should vote or 
hold office unless he has lived there twenty years, it is 
their right to say so, and I have no right to interfere 
with them ; it is their business, not mine ; but if I lived 
there I should not be willing to have that provision in the 
constitution without being heard upon the subject, and 
allowed to record my protest against it. 

I have nothing to say about their system of taxation, 
in which they have gone back and resorted to the old ex- 
ploded system which we tried in Illinois, but abandoned 
because we did not like it. If they wish to try it and get 
tired of it and abandon it, be it so ; but if I were a 
citieeu of Kansas I would profit by the experience of 
Illinois on that subject, and defeat it If I could. Yet I 
have no objection to their having it if they want it ; it is 
their business, not mine. 

So it is in regard to the free negroes. They provide 
that no free negro shall be permitted to UfM in Kansas. I 
suppose they have a right to say so if they choose ; but if 
1 lived there 1 should want to vote on the question. We, 
in Illinois, provide that no more shall come there. We 
say to the other States, ** Take care of your own free 
negroes and we will take care of ours." But we do not 
say that the negroes now there shall not be permitted to 
live in Illinois ; Hndl think the people of Kansas ought to 
have the right to say whether they will allow them to 
live there, and If they are not going to do so, how they 
are to dispose of them. 

So you may go on with all the different clauses of the 
Constitution. They may be all right ; they may be all 
wrong. That is a question on whic^ my opinion is worth 
nothing. The opinion of the wise and patriotic Chief 
Magistrate of the United States is not worth anything as 
against that of the people of Kansas, for tliey have 
a right to judge for themselves; and neither Presi- 
dent, nor Senates, nor Houses of Representatives, nor 
any other power outside of Kansas, has a right to judge 
for them. Hence it is no justification, in my mind, for 
the violation of the great principle of self-government, to 
say that the Constitution you are forcing on them is not 
particularly obnoxious, or is excellent in its provisions. 

rerhap^, sir, the same thing might be said of the 
Tnpeka Constitution. I do not recollect its peculiar pro- 
visions. 1 know one thing : we Democrats, we Nebraska 
n.en, would not even look Into it to see what its provi- 
sinuR were. Why ? Because we eaid it was made by a 
political party, and not by the people ; that it was made 
in defiance of the authority of Congress; that if it was as 
pure as the Bible, as holy as the Ten Commandments, yet 
we would not touch it until it was submitted to and 
ratified by the people of Kansas, in pursuance of 
the forms of law. Perhaps the Topeka Constitution, but 
for the mode of making it, would have been unexception- 
able. I do not know ; I do not care. You have no right 
to force an unexceptionable constitution on a people. It 
does not mitigate the evil, it does not diminish the insult, 
it does not ameliorate the wrong, that you are forcing a 
good thing upon them. I am not willing to be forced to 
do that which I would do If I were left free to judge and 
act for myselL Hence I assert that there is no JusiificH- 
tion to be made for this flagrant violation of popular 
rights in Kansas, on the plea that the constitution which 
they have made is not particularly obnoxious. 

But, sir, the President of the United States is really and 
sincerely of the opinion that the Slavery clause has been 
fairly and impartially submitted to the free acceptance or 
r^ection of the people of Kansas, and that, inasmuch as 
that was the exciting and paramount question, if they 
get the right to vote as they please on that subject, 
they ought to be satisfied; and possibly it might be 
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better if we woald accept It, and put an end to the qaea- 
tion. Let me ask, sir, is the Slavery clause fairly sub- 
mitted, so that the people can vote for or against it ? Sup- 
pose 1 vere a citizen of Kansas, and should go up to the 
polls and say, " I desire to vote to make Kansas a Slave 
State; here is my ballot." They reply to me, "Mr. 
Douglas, just vote for that constitution first, if you 
please." " Oh, no I" I answer, " I cannot vote for that 
constitution conscientiously— I am opposed to the clause 
by which you locnte certain railroads in such a way as to 
SHcriflce my county and my part of the State. I am 
opposed to that banking system. I am opposed to this 
Know-Nothing or American clause in the constitution 
about the qualiflcations for office. I cannot vote for it." 
Then they answer, ♦* You shall not vote on making it a 
Slave Mtate." I then say, " I want to make it a Free 
State." They reply, *' Vote for that constitution first, 
and then you can vote to make it a Free State ; otherwise 
you cannot." Thus they disqualify every Free-State 
man who will not first vote for the constitution ; they dis- 
qualify every Slave-State man who will not first vote for 
the constitution. No matter whether or not the voters 
state that they cannot conscientiously vote for those pro- 
visions, they reply, "You cannot vote for or against 
Slavery here. Take the constitution as we have made it, 
take the Elective Franchise as we have established it, 
take the Banking System as we have dictated it, take the 
Railroad lines as we have located them, take the Judiciary 
System as we have formed it, take it all as we have fixed 
it to suit ourselves, and ask no questions, but vote for it, 
or you shall not vote either for a Slave or Free State." In 
other words, the legal effect of the schedule is this : all 
those who are In favor of this constitution may vote for or 
against Slavery, as they please; but all those who are 
against this constitution are disfranchised, and shall not 
vote at all. That is the mode in which the Slavery pro- 
position is submitted. Every man opposed to the consti- 
tution is disfranchised on the Slavery clause. How many 
are t»iey ? They tell you there is a majority, for they say 
the constitution will be voted down instantly, by an over- 
whelming majority, if you allow a negative vote. This 
shows that a majority are against it. They disqualify 
and disfranchise every man who is against it, thus 
referring the Slavery clause to a minority of the people of 
Kansas, and leaving that minority free to vote for or 
against the Slavery clause as they choose. 

Let me ask you if that is a fair mode of submitting the 
Slavery clause ? Does that mode of submitting that par- 
ticular clause leave the people perfectly free to vote for 
or against Slavery as they choose? Am I free to vote as 
I choose on the Slavery question, if you tell me I shall 
not vote on it until I vote for the Maine Liquor Law ? 
Am I free to vote on the Slavery question, if you tell me 
I shall not vote either way until I vote for a Bankf Is 
it freedom of election to make your right to vote upon 
one question depend upon the mode in which you are 
going to vote on some other question which has no con- 
nection with it? Is that freedom of election ? Is that 
the great fundamental principle of Self-Government, for 
which we combined and struggled, in this body and 
throughout the country, to establish as a rule of action in 
ail time to come ? 

Let me ask you, why force this Constitution down the 
throats of the people of Kansas, in opposition to their 
wishes and in violation of our pledges ? What great ob- 
ject is to be attained ? Cui bono t What are you to gain 
by it? Will you sustain the party by violating its prin- 
ciples? Do you propose to keep the party unit^ by 
forcing a division ? Stand by the doctrine that leaves 
the people perfectly free to form and regulate their insti- 
tutions for themselves in their own way, and your party 
will be united and irresistible in power. Abandon that 
great principle, and the party is not worth saving, and 
cannot be saved, after it shall be violated. I trust we are 
not to be rushed upon this question. Why shall it be 
done ? Who is to be benefited ? Is the South to be the 
gainer ? Neither the North nor the South has the right to 
gain a sectional advantage by trickery or fraud. 

But I am beseeched to wait till I hear from the election 
on the 21st of December. I am told that perhaps that 
will put it all right, and will solve the whole difficulty. 
How can it? Perhaps there may be a large vote. There 
may be a large vote returned. . (Laughter.) But I deny 
that it is possible to have a fair vote on the Slavery 
Clause ; and I say that it is not possible to have any vote 
on the Constitution. Why wait for the mockery of an 
election, when it is provided, unalterably, that the people 
cannot vote— when the majority are disfranchised? 

But I am told on all sides, " Oh, just wait ; the Pro- 
Slavery clause will be voted down." That does not obvi- 
ate any of my objections ; it does not diminish any of 
them. You have no more right to force a Free-State 
Constitution on Kansas than a Slave-State Constitution. 



If Kansas wants a Slave-State Constitution, she has a 
right to it; if site wants a Free-State Constitution, sliehas 
a right to it. It is none of my business which way the 
Slavery clause is decided. I care not whether it is 
voted down orvoted up. Do you suppose, after pledgee 
of my honor, that I would go for that principle, and 
leave the people to vote as they choose, that I would now 
degrade myself by voting one way if the Slavery clauste 
be voted down, and another way if it be voted up? I 
care not how that vote may stand. I take it for granted 
that it will be voted out. I think I have seen enough in 
the last three days to make it certain that it will be re- 
turned out, no matter how the vote may stand. (Laugh- 
ter.) 

Sir, I am opposed to that concern, because it looks to 
me like a system of trickery and jugglery to defeat the 
fair expression of the will of the people. There is no ne- 
cessity for crowding this measure, so unfair, so uiijust. as 
it is in all its aspects, upon us. 

On the 2nd of Feb., 1858, the President trans- 
mitted to Congress the Lecompton Constitution, 
accompanied by a special Message strongly 
urging the admission of Kansas as a State under 
this constitution. (The following is a brief 
statement in regard to tbe origin of the Le- 
compton Constitution :) 

The first Territorial Legislature passed an act 
in 1855 to take the sense of the people on the 
call of a Convention to form a State Constitu- 
tion, at the election in Oct., 1856. Accordingly, 
an election was held at which about 2,500 votes 
were polled, the Free-State men not voting. At 
this election, a new legislature was elected, all 
Pro-Slavery, which met in Jan., 1857, and in 
conformity with the vote of 2,500 at the preced- 
ing October election, passed an act providing for 
the election of delegates on the 15th of June, 
to meet in convention in September following. 
Soon after this, Gov. Walker went to EansaA, 
and published an address to the people in which 
he assured them of his determination to use 
every means in his power to prevent all disorder 
and violence. He persuaded the Free-State men 
to go to the polls and vote. An objection 
which they urged was, that in 19 out of the 38 
counties no registry had been made, and that in 
15 out of the 19 no census had been taken, so 
that it was impossible for the people to vote in 
those counties. These facts are confirmed by 
(xov. Walker and Secretary Stanton. 

The election for delegates to the Convention 
was held on the 15th of June. The Free-State 
men did not vote, for the reason just mentioned, 
and also (as they stated,) that they had no confi- 
dence in the officers who were to hold the elec- 
tion, and because the Constitution which might 
be formed, must, in the opinion of Gov. Walker, 
be submitted to a vote of all the people for rati- 
fication or rejection, whether they voted at this 
election or not. The entire vote for delegatea 
was only about 2^200. 

The delegates elected assembled in Conven- 
tion at Lecompton, Sept. 5th, but soon adjourned 
over to October, to await the result of the Ter- 
ritorial Election on the first Mondav of thac 
month. At this Territorial Election, both par- 
ties nominated candidates. At the request of 
Gov. Walker, 2,000 U. S. troops were in the Ter- 
ritory, and they were stationed so as to protect 
the polls as much as possible. Over eleven 
thousand votes were polled, after rejecting 
2,800 as fraudulent and irregular, 1,600 of which 
were returned from the Oxford precinct, where, 
according to the census, there were but 43 voters, 
and twelve hundred from McGee County, whero 
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Xko poll was opened. The result of this election 
was, the Free-State party carried the legislature 
and the delegate to Congress. 

The Convention reassembled in October, ac- 
cording to adjournment, and formed the Consti- 
tution now so famous as the Lecompton Consti- 
tution. When it became known that the Con- 
vention had refused to submit the entire con- 
stitution to a vote of the people for ratification 
or rejection, and had submitted only a proposi- 
tion in regard to Slavery, and that in a form and 
under a test oath which would prevent the Free- 
State people from voting, there was great excite- 
ment in the Territory, threatening bloodshed. 
Under these circumstances, Acting Gov. Stanton 
called (Gov. Walker had resigned) an extra ses- 
sion of the Territorial Legislature. The legisla- 
ture assembled Dec. 17th, and passed an act to 
submit the Lecompton Constitution fairly to a 
vote of the people on the 4th of January next, 
following, the time fixed by the Lecompton con- 
vention for the election of State officers under 
that constitution. 

On the 21st of Dec, the vote was taken in the 
manner prescribed by the Convention, and re- 
sulted as follows : 

. . 6,266 
. . 66T 



"For the constitation with Slavery " . 
" For the constitution without Slavery " 



For the Lecompton Constitution with Slavery 
" " " without " 

Agsdnst the Lecompton Constitution . . . 



Total vote 6,793 

Jan. 4th, 1858, in accordance with the act of 
the Territorial Legislature, the people voted as 
follows : 

1S8 

24 

10,226 

Being over ten thousand majority against the 
Lecompton Constitution. 

PRESIDENT BUCHANAN^S LECOMPTON MESSAGE. 

The following is the President's special Mes- 
sage, of Feb. 2nd, 1858. 

I have received from J. Calhoun, E ^q.. President of the 
late Constitutional Convention of Kansas, a copy duly 
certified by himself, of the Constitution framed by that 
body, with the expression of the hope that I would sub- 
mit the same to the consideration of Congress *' with tlie 
view of the admission of Kansas into the Union as an 
independent State." In compliance with this request, I 
herewith transmit to Congress for their action the Con- 
stitution of Kansas, with the ordinance respectiag the 
public lands, as well as the letter of Mr. Calhoun, dated 
St Lecompton, on the 14ih ult., by which they were ac- 
companled. Having received but a single copy of the 
Constitution and ordinance, I send this to the S«nate. 

A great delusion seems to pervade the public mind in 
relation to the condition of parties in Kansas. This arises 
from the difficulty of inducing the American people to 
realize the fact tliat any portion of them should be in a 
state of rebellion against the Government under which 
they live. When we speak of the afTairs of Kansas, we 
are apt to refer merely to the existence of two violent 
political parties in that Territory, divided on the question 
of Slavery, just as we speak of such parties in the States. 
This presents no adequate idea of the true state of the 
case. The dividing line there is not between two politi- 
cal parties, both acicnowledging the lawftil existence of 
the Government, but between those who are loyal to this 
Chivernment and those who have endeavored to destroy 
it« existence by force and by usurpation — between those 
who sustain, and those who have done all in their power 
to overthrow, the Territorial Government established by 
Congress. This Government they would long since have 
subverted had it not been protected from their assaults by 
the troops of the United States. Such has been the con- 
dition of affairs since my inauguration. Ever since that 
period, a large portion of the people of Kansas have been 
in a state of rebellion against the Government, with a 
military leader at their head, of most turbulent and dan- 
gerous character. They have never acknowledged, but 
have constantly renounced and defied, the Government 



to-which they owe allegiance, and have been all the time 
in a state of resistance against its authority. They have 
all the time been endeavoring to subvert it and to estab- 
lish a revolutionary Government, under the so-called 
Topeka Constitution, iu its stead. Even at this very 
moment, the Topeka Legislature are in session. Who- 
ever has read the correspondence of Gov. Walker with 
the State Department, recently communicated to the 
Senate, will be convinced that this picture is not over- 
drawn. He always protested against the withdrawal of 
any portion of the military force of the United State;) 
from the Territory, deeming its presence absolutely 
necessary for the preservation of the regular Govern- 
ment and the execution of the laws. In his very first 
dispatch to the Secretary of State, dated June 2, 1857, he 
says : 

" The most alarming movement, however, proceeds from 
the assembling, on the dih of June, of the so-called Topeka 
Legislature, with a view io the enactment of an entire code of 
laws. Of course, It wlil be my endeavor to prevent such a 
result, as it would lead to inevitable and disastrous coUisluu, 
and in fact renew the civil war iu Kansas." 

This was with difficulty pi evented by the efforts of 
Governor Walker ; but soon thereafter, on the 14th of 
July, we find him requesting General Harney to furnish 
him a regiment of dragoons to proceed to the city of 
Lawrence, and this for the reason tiiai Ite had received 
authentic intelligence, verified by his own actual obser- 
vation, that a dangerous rebellion had occurred, involv- 
ing an open defiance of the laws, and the establishment 
of an insurgent government in that city. In the Gover- 
nor's dispatch of July 15, he informs the Secretary of 
State that 

" T-his movement at Lawrence waa the beginning of a plan, 
originating in that city, to organize insurrection throughout 
the Territory, and especially in all towns, cities and counties 
where the Republican party have a majority. Lawrence is 
the hotbed of all the Abolition movements in this Territory. 
It is the town established by the Abolition SocietleB of the 
Bast, and, while there are respectable people there, it is filled 
by a considerable number of mercenaries, who are paid by 
Abolition Societies to perpetuate and diffuse agitation through- 
out Kansas, and prevent a peaceful settlement of this ques- 
tion. Having failed \n inducing their own so-called Topeka 
State Legislature to organize this Insurrection, Lawrence has 
commenced it herself, and, if not arrested, the rebellion will 
extend throughout the Territory." 

And again : 

" In order to send this communication immediately by mail, 
I mtist close, 
the great 

instigated, . - . „ 

cieties, having in view results most disastrous to the Govern- 
ment and the Union ; and that the continued presence of Gen. 
Harney is indispensable, as was originally sdpulated by me, 
with a large body of dragoons and several batteries." 

On the 20th of July, 1867, Gen. Lane, under the 
authority of the Topeka Convention, undertook, as €kn. 
Walker informs us, 

"To organize the whole Free-State party into volunteers, 
and to take the names of all who refuse enrolment. The pro- 
fessed object was to protect the polls at the elections, in 
August, of a new hisurgent Topeka State Legislature. The 
object in taking the names of all who refuse enrollment is to 
terrify the Free-State Conservatives into submission. This is 
proved by the recent atrocities committed on such men by the 
Topekaites. The speedy locadon of large bodies of regular 
troops here with two batteries is necessary. The Lawrence 
Insurgents await the developments of this new military organ- 
ization." 

In the Governor's dispateh of July 27, he aajrs that 

" Gen. Lane and his staff everywhere deny the authority of 
the Territorial laws, and counsel a total disregard of these 
enactments." 

Without making further quotations of a similar charac- 
ter from other dispatches of Governor Walker, it appears, 
by reference to Secretary Stanton's communication to 
Gen. Cass on the 9th of December last, that 

" The important step of calling the legislature together was 
taken after I (he) had become satisfied that the electiou ordered 
by the Convention on the 2l8t of December could not be con- 
ducted without collision and bloodshed." 

So intense was the disloyal feeling among the enemies 
of the Government established by Congress, that an 
election which afforded them opportunities, if in the ma- 
jority, of making Kansas a Free State according to their 
own expressed desire, could not be conducted without 
collision and bloodshed. The truth Is that, up to the 
present moment, the enemies of the existing government 
still adhere to their Topeka revolutionary constitution 
and government. The very first paragraph of the mes- 
sage of Gov. Robinson, dated the 7th of December, to the 
Topeka Legislature, now assembled at Lawrence, con- 
tains an open defiance of the laws and Constitution of 
the United States. The Governor says : 

"The Convention which framed the Topeka Constltu'ion 
orighiated with the people of Kansas Territory. They 
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hare adopted and ratified the same twice by a direct rots, also 
Indirectly through twt) elections for State officers and mem- 
bers of the State Legislature ; yet it has pleased the Adminla- 
traUon to regard the whole proceeding as revolutionary." 

This Topeka Goyernment, adhered to with such trea- 
sonable pertinacity, is a govemment in direct opposition 
to the existing goTemment prescribed and recognised by 
Oongress. 

It is uAirpatfon of the same character as it would be 
for a portion of the people of any State to undertake to 
establish a separate government within its limits for 
the purpose of redressing any grievance, real or imag- 
inary, of which they might complain against the legiti- 
mate State Crovemment. Such a principle. If carried into 
execution, would destroy all lawful authority and pro- 
duce universal anarchy. From this statement of facts, 
the reason becomes palpable why the enemies of the gov- 
ernment authorised by Congress have refused to vote for 
the delegates to the Kansas Constitutional Convention, 
and also, afterward, on the question of Slavery submitted 
by it to the people. It is because they have ever refused 
to sanction or recognise any other Constitution than that 
framed at Topeka. Had the whole Lecompton Constitu- 
tion been submitted to the people, the adherents of this 
organisation woald doubtless have voted against it, be- 
cause, if successful, they would thus have removed the 
obstacles out of the way of their own revolutionary Con- 
stitution ; they would have done this, not upon the con- 
sideration of the merits of the whole or part of the 
Lecompton Constitution, but simply because they have 
ever resisted the authority of the govemment authorized 
by Congress from which it emanated. Such being the 
unfortunate condition of affairs in the Territory, what was 
the right as well as the duty of the law-abiding people? 
Were they silently and patiently to submit to the Topeka 
usurpation, or to adopt the necessary measure to estab- 
lish a Constitution under the authority of the organic law 
of Congress ? That this law recognised the right of the 
people of the Territory, without an enabling act of Con- 
gress, to form a State Constitution, is too clear for argu- 
ment. For Congress " to leave the people of the Terri- 
tory perfectly free*' in framing their Constitution *^ to 
form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States," and then to say that they shall not be permitted 
to proceed and frame the Constitution in their own way, 
without express authority from Congress, appears to be 
almost a contradiction in terms. It would be much 
more plausible to contend that Congress had no power to 
pass such an enabling act, than to argue that the people 
of a Territory might be kept out of the Union for an indefi- 
nite period, and until it might please Congress to permit 
them to exercise the right of self-government. This 
would be to adopt, not their own way, but the way which 
Congress might prescribe. It is impossible that any peo- 
ple could have proceeded with more regularity in the 
formation of a Constitution than the people of Kansas 
have done. It was necessary, first, to ascertain whether 
it was the desire .of the people to be relieved from their 
Territorial dependence and establish a State Government. 
For this purpose, the Temtorial Legislature, in 1855, 
passed a law for taking the sense of the people of the 
Territory upon the expediency of calling a Convention to 
form a State Constitution at the general election to be 
held in October, 1856. The " sense of the people" was 
accordingly taken, and they decided In favor of a Con- 
vention. 

It is true that at this election the enemies of the Terri- 
torial Government did not vote, because they were then 
engaged at Topeka, without the slightest pretext of law- 
ful authority, in framing a Constitution of their own for 
subverting the Territorial Government. In pursuance 
of this decision of the people in favor of a Convention, 
^he Territorial Legislature, on the 27th of February, 1857, 
Ipassed an act for the election of delegates on the third 
Monday of June, 1857, to frame a State Constitution. 
This law is as fair in its provisions as any that ever 
passed a legislative body for a similar purpose. The right 
of suffrage at this election is clearly and justly defined. 
Every bona fide citisen of the United States, above the 
age of twenty-one, and who had resided therein fof three 
months previous to that date, was entitled to a vote. In 
order to avoid all interference from neighboring States 
and Territories with the freedom and fairness of the elec- 
tion, a provision was made for the registry of qualified 
voters, and in pursuance thereof, nine thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty-one voters were registered. Gov. Walker 
did his whole duty in urging all qualified cltisens of Kan- 
sas to vote at this election. In his Inaugural Address on 
the 27th of May, he informed them that— 

" Under our practice, the preliminary act of flraming a State 
OonstituUon is uniformly performed through the instru- 
mentality of a Convention of delegates chosen by the people 



themselves. That Convention is now about to be elected b> 
you, undar the call of the Territorial Legislature created, ana 
still recognized, by the authority of Congress and clothed b v 
it, in the comprehensive language of the organic law, with fuU 
power to make such an enactment. The Territorial Legisla- 
ture, then,' in assembling this Convention, were fully sustained 
by the act of Congress, and the authority of the Convention in 
distinctly recognized in my instructions from the President of 
the United States." 

The Governor also clearly and distinctly warns then 
what would be the consequences if they did not partici- 
pate in the election. The people of Kansas, then, he 
says, 

*' Are invited by the highest authority known to the Consti- 
tution to participate freely and fairly in the election of dele- 
gates to frame a Constitution and State Government. The law 
has performed its entire appropriate function, when it extends 
to the people the right of sufirage ; but ii cannot compel the 

Eerformance of that duty. Throughout the whole Union, 
owever, and wherever free government prevails, those who 
abstain from the exercise of the right of^suffrage authorize 
those who do vote to act for them in that contingency, and 
absentees are as much bound, under the law and Constitution, 
where there is no fraud or violence, by the act of the majority 
of those who do vote, as if all iiad participated in the election. 
Otherwise, as voting must be voluntary, self-government 
would be impracticable, and monarchy or despotism would 
remain as the only alternative." 

It may also be observed that at this period any hope, 
if such had existed, that the Topeka Constitution would 
ever be recognized by Congress must have been aban- 
doned. Congress had adjourned on the third of March 
previous, having recognized the legal existence of the 
Territorial Legislature in a variety of forms, which I need 
not enumerate. Indeed, the Delegate elected to the 
House of Representatives under a Territorial law had 
been admitted to a seat and had just completed his teim 
of service the day previous to my inauguration. This 
was the propitious moment for settling all the difficuliies 
of Kansas. This was the time for abandoning the revo- 
lutionary Topeka organisation, and for the enemies of 
the existing government to conform to the laws and unite 
with its friends in framing a State Constitution. But this 
they refused to do, and the consequences of their refusal 
to submit to the lawful authority, and vote at the election 
of delegates, may yet prove to be of the most deplorable 
character. Would that the respect for the laws of the 
land, which so eminently distinguished the men of the 
past generation, could be revived I It is a disregard and 
violation of law which has for years kept the Territory 
of Kansas iii a state of almost open rebellion against its 
Government — it is the same spirit which has produced 
actual rebellion in Utah. Our only safety consists in 
obedience and conformity to the law. Should a general 
spirit against its enforcement prevail, this will prove fatal 
to us as a nation. 

We acknowledge no master but law, and should we cut 
loose from its restraints and every one do what seeraeth 
good in his own eyes, our case would indeed be hopeless. 
The enemies of the Territorial Government determined 
still to resist the authority of Congress. They refused to 
vote for delegates to the Couvention, not because, 
from circumstances which I need not detail, there was an 
omission to register the comparatively few voters who 
were inhabitants of certain counties in Kansas in the 
early spring of 1857, but because they had determined, 
at all hazards, to adhere to their revolutionary organisa- 
tion, and defeat the establishment of any other consti- 
tution than that which they had framed at Topeka. The 
election was therefore suffered to pass by default, but of 
this result the qualified electors who refused to vote can 
never justly complain. 

From this review, it is manifest that the Lecompton 
Convention, according to every principle of constitu- 
tional law, was legally constituted and invested with 
power to frame a Constitution. The sacred principle of 
Popular Sovereignty has been invoked in favor of the 
enemies of Law and Order in Kansas ; but in what man- 
ner is Popular Sovereignty to be exercised in this coun- 
. try if not through the instrumentality of established law ? 
In certain small republics of ancient times, the people 
did assemble in primary meeting, passed laws and di- 
rected public affairs. In our country, this is manifestly 
impossible. Popular Sovereignty can be exercised here 
only through the ballotbox ; and if the people will refuse 
to exercise it in this manner, as they have done in Kan- 
sas at the election of Delegates, it is not for them to 
complain that their rights have been violated. 

The Kansas Convention, thus lawfully constituted, pro- 
ceeded to frame a Constitution, and, having completed 
their work, finally adjourned on the 7th of November 
last. They did not think proper to submit the whole of 
this Constitution to a popular vote, but they did submit 
the question whether Kansas should be a Free or Slave 
State to the people. This waa ^<> nue^Unn which had con- 
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▼ulsed the Union and shaken it to the very center. ThU 
was the question which had lighted the flames of civil 
war iif Kansas and had produced dangerous sectional 
parties throughout the confederacy. It was of a charac' 
ter so paramount in respect to the condition of Kansas, 
as to rivet the anxious attention of the people of the 
whole country upon it and it alone — no person thought 
of any other question. For my own part, when X in- 
structed Governor Wallcer in general terms in favor of 
submitting the constitution to the people, I had no 
object in view except the all-absorbing question of 
Slavery. In what manner the people of Kansas might 
regulate their other concerns, was not the subject which 
attracted my attention. In fact, the general provisions 
of our recent State constitutions, after an experience of 
eighty years, are so similar and excellent that it would 
be difficult to go far wrong at the present day in framing 
a new constitution. I then believed, and still believe, 
that, under the organic act, the Kansas Convention 
were bound to submit this all-important question of 
Slavery to the people. It was never, however, my 
opinion that, independently of this act, they would have 
been bound to submit any portion of the constitution to 
a popular vote in order to ^ve it validity. Had I enter- 
Udned such an opinion, this would have been In opposi- 
tion to many precedents in our history, commencing in 
the very best age of our Republic. It would have been 
in opposition to the principle which pervades our insti- 
tutions, and which is every day carried into practice, 
that the people have a right to delegate to the repre- 
sentatives chosen by themselves their sovereign power 
to frame constitutions, enact laws, and perform many 
other important acts, without requiring that these should 
be subjected to their subsequent approbation. It would 
be a most inconvenient limitation of their own power. 
Imposed by the people upon themselves, to exclude 
them from exercising their sovereignty In any lawful 
manner which they thinlc proper. 

It is true that the people of Kansas might, if they had 
pleased, have required the Ck>nvention to sul>mlt the con- 
stitution to a popular vote, but this they have not done. 

The only remedy, therefore, in this case Is that which 
existis in all other similar cases. If the delegates who 
framed the Kansas Constitution have In any manner 
violated the will of their constituents, the people always 
possess the power to change their constitution or laws 
according to their own pleasure. The question of Slavery 
was submitted to an election of the people on the 21st of 
December last, In obedience to the mandate of the Con- 
vention. Here, again, a fair opportunity was presentei 
to the adherents of the Topeka Constitution, If they were 
the majority, to decide this exciting question ** in their 
own way," and thus restore peace to the distracted Ter- 
ritory ; but they again refused to exercise the right of 
Popular Sovereignty, and again suffered the election to 
pass by default. I heartily rejoice that a wiser and bet- 
ter spirit prevailed among a large majority of these 
people on the first Monday In January, and that they 
did on that day vote under the Lecompton Constitution 
for a Governor and other State officers, a member of 
Congress, and for members of the Legislature. This 
election was warmly contested by the parties, and a larger 
vote polled than at any previous election in the Territory. 
We may now reasonably hope that the revolutionary 
Topeka organization will be speedily and finally aban- 
doned, and this will go far toward a final settlement of the 
unhappy differences In Kansas. If frauds have been com- 
mitted at this election by one or both parties, the legisla- 
ture and people of Kansas, under their constitution, will 
know how to redress themselves and punish these detesta- 
ble but too common crimes wlthoat outside Interference. 

The people of Kansas have, then, " in their own way," 
and in strict accordance with the organic act, framed a 
Constitution and State Government, have submitted the 
all-Important question of Slavery to the people, and have 
elected a Governor, a member to represent them In 
Congress, members of the State Leg^lature and other 
State officers ; and they now ask admission into the 
Union under this constitution, which is republican in its 
form. It Is for Congress to decide whether they will 
admit or reject the State which has thus been created. 

For my own part, I am decidedly In favor of its admis- 
sion, and thus terminating the Kansas question. This 
win carry out the great principle of Non-intervention 
recognized and sanctioned by the organic act, which 
declares In express language In favor of the non-inter- 
vention of Congress i^ith Slavery In the States and 
Territories, leaving the people " perfectly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions In their own way, 
subject only to the Constitution of the United States." In 
this manner, by localizing the question of Slavery and 
confining It to the people who it immediately concerned, 
every patriot anxiously expected that this question would 



be banished fl'om the halls of Congress, where it has 
always exerted a baneful Influence througiiout the wliulc 
country. 

It is proper that I should briefly refer to the elect on 
held under the act of the .Territo.ial Legislature on the 
first Monday of January last on the Lecompton Coi)::»ti 
tution. This election was held after the Territory liad 
been prepared for admission Into the Union as a Sove- 
reign State, and when no authority existed In the Tern- 
torial Legislature which could potislbly destroy Its exist- 
ence or change Its character. The election, which was 
peaceably conducted under my instructions, involved 
strange inconsistencies. A la: ge majority of the persons 
who voied against the Lecompton Constitution were at 
the same time and place recognizing its valid existence 
in the most solid and authentic manner by voting ucder 
Its provisions. I have yet received no official informa- 
tion of the result of this election. 

As a question of expediency, after right has been 
maintained. It may be wise to lellect upon the benefits 
to Kansas and the whole countiy that will result from 
its immediate admission Into the Union, as well as tiie 
disasters that may follow its rejection. Domestic peace 
will be the happy consequence of the admission, and that 
fine Territory, which has hitherto been torn by dissen- 
sions, will rapidly increase in population and wealth, and 
speedily realize the blessings and comforts which follow 
In the train of agricultural and mechanical industry. 
!the people, then, will be sovereign, and can regulate 
their affairs in their own way. If the majority of them 
desire to abolish domestic Slavery within the State, there 
is no other possible mode by which it can be effected so 
speedily as by prompt admission. The wUl of the 
majority is supreme and irresistible, when expressed in 
an orderly and lawful manner. It can make and un- 
make constitutions at pleasure. It would be absurd (o 
say that they can Impose fetters upon their own power 
which they cannot afterward remove. If they could do 
this, they might tie their own hands just as well for a hun- 
dred as for ten years. These are the fundamental princi- 
ples of American freedom, and are recognized, I believe, 
in some form or other by every State constitution ; and 
if Congress, in the act of admiraion, should think proper 
to recognize them, I can perceive no objection. 

This has been done emphatically in the constitution of 
Kansas. It declares in its bill of rights that '* All politi- 
cal power is Inherent in the people," and all free govern- 
ments are founded on their authority and instituted for 
tlieir benefit, and therefore have at all times an Inalien- 
able and indefeasible right to alter, reform and abolish 
their form of government, in such manner as they may 
ttiink proper. The great State of New-York is at this 
moment governed under a constitution framed and estab- 
lished in direct opposition to a mode prescribed by the 
previous constitution. If, therefore, a provision chang- 
ing the constitution of Kansas after the year 1864, could 
by possll^ility be construed into a prohibition to make 
such change previous to that period, this prohibition 
would be wholly unavailing. The legislature already 
elected may, at its very first session, submit the question 
to a vote of the people, whether they will or not have a 
convention, to amend their constitution, and adopt a'l 
necessary means for giving effect to the popular wiii. It 
has been solemnly adjudged, by the highest judicial tri- 
bunal known to our laws, that Slavery exists in Kansas 
by virtue of the Constitution of the United States. 
Kansas is therefore at this moment as much a Slave State 
as Georgia or South Carolina. Without this, the equality 
of the Sovereign States composing the Union would be 
violated, and the use and enjoyment of a Territory ac- 
quired by the common treasure of all the States, would 
be closed against the people and property of nearly half 
the members of the Confederacy. Slavery can, therefore, 
never be prohibited in Kansas, except through the means 
of a constitutional provision ; and in no other manner can 
this be obtained so promptly, if the majority of the people 
desire it, as by admitting her into the Union under her 
present constitution. On the other hand, should Con- 
gress reject the constitution, under the idea of affording 
the disaffected in Kansas a third opportunity to prohibit 
Slavery in the State, which they might have done twice 
before If In the majority, no man can foretell the conse- 
quences. If Congress, for the sake of those men who re- 
fused to vote for delegates to the convention, when they 
might have excluded Slavery from the constitution, and 
who afterward refused to vote on the 21st of December, 
when they might, as tiiey claim, have stricken Slavery 
from the constitution, should now reject the State be- 
cause Slavery remains in the constitution, it is manifest 
that the agitation upon this dangerous subject will be re- 
newed In a more alarming form than it has ever yet 
assumed. Every patriot in the country had indulged the 
hope that the Kansas-Nebrusk^ Act would have put a 



;co 



A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



fi lal end to tlte Slarery agitation, at least in Congress, 
which had fur more than twenty years convalsed ttie 
country and endangered the Union. This act involtred 
great and fundamental principles, and, if fairly carried 
intu effect, will settle the question. Should agitation be 
again reriyed — should the people of sister States be again 
estranged Arom each other with more than their former 
bitterness — ^this will arise from a cause, so far as the in- 
tere.it8 of Kansas are concerned, more trifling and in- 
figuificant than has ever stirred the elements of a great 
people into commotion. To the people of Kansas, the 
o.ily practical difference between admission or rejection, 
depends simply upon the fact whether they can them- 
selves more speedily change their present Constitution if 
it does not accord with the will of the majority, or frame 
a second Constitution to be submitted to Congress here- 
after. 

Even if this were a question of mere expediency and 
not of right, a small difference of time one way or the 
other, is not of the least importance, when contrasted 
with the erils which must necessarily result to th9 whole 
country from the revival of the Slavery agitation. 

In considering this question, it should never be for- 
gotten that in proportion, to its insignificance, let the 
uecision be what it may, so far as it may affect a few 
thousand inhabitants of Kansas, who have from the be- 
ginning resisted the Constitution and the laws, for this 
very reason the rcyectiun of the Constitution will be so 
much the more keenly felt by the people of fourteen 
States of the Union where Slavery is recognised under 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Again the speedy admission of Kansas into the Union 
will restore peace and quiet to the whole country. 
Already the affairs of this Territory have engrossed an 
undue proportion of public attention. They have sadly 
affected the friendly relations of the people of the States 
with each other and alarmed the fears of patriots for the 
safety of the Union. Kansas once admitted into the 
Union, the excitement becomes localized and would soon 
die away for want of outside aliment, and then every 
difficulty could be settled by the ballot-box. Besides, 
and no trifling consideration, I shall then be enabled to 
withdraw the troops from Kansas, and employ them on a 
service where they are much needed. They have been 
kept there on the earnest importunity of Governor 
Walker, to maintain the existence of the Territorial 
Government, and secure the execution of the laws. He 
considered at least two thousand regular troops, under 
the command of General Harney, were necessary for this 
purpose. Acting upon his reliable information, I have 
been obliged in some degree, to interfere with the ex- 
pedition to Utah in order to keep down the rebellion in 
Kansas. This has involved very heavy expenses to the 
Government. Kansas once admitted, it is believed there 
will no longer be occasion there for the troops. 

I have thus performed my duty on this important 
question under a deep sense of my responsibility to God 
and to the country. My public life will terminate in a 
brief period, and I have no other object of earthly ambi- 
tion than to leave my country in a peaceful and pros- 
perous condition, and to live in the affections and 
respect of my countrymen. The dark and ominous 
clouds now impending over the Union I conscientiously 
believe will be dissipated with honor to every portion of 
it by the admission of Kansas during the present session 
of Congress ; whereas, if she should be rejected, I greatly 
fear these clouds will become darker and more ominous 
than any which have ever yet threatened the Constitu- 
tion and the Union. (Signed) Jambs Buchanan. 

The Lecompton Constitution contains a pro- 
vision on the subject of Slavery, as follows : 

SLAVBRT. 

§ 1. The right of property is before and higher than 
any constitutional sanction, and the right of the owner 
of a slave to such a slave and its increase is the same 
and is inviolable, as the right of the owner of any pro- 
perty whatever. 

§ 2. The Legislature shall have no power to pass laws 
for the emancipation of slaves without the consent of 
their owners, or without paying their owners, previous 
to emancipation, a full equivalent In money for the 
slaves so emancipated. They shall have no power to 
prevent emigrants to the State from bringing with them 
such persons as are deemed slaves by the laws of any 
one of the United States or Territories so long as any 
persons of the same age or description shall be continued 
slaves by the laws of this State ; provided, that such 
person or slave be the fxma^e property of such emi- 
grant; $knd provided^ aUo^ that laws may be passed to 
prohibit the Introduction of slaves into this State who 
have committed high crimes in other States or Territories. 



They shall have power to permit the owners of slaves to 
emancipate them, saving the rights of creditors^ and 
preventing them from becoming a public charge. They 
shall have power to oblige the owners of slaves to treat 
them with humanity — to provide for their necessary food 
and clothing — ^to abstain from all injuries to them, 
extending to life or limb — and, in case of neglect or 
refusal to comply with the direction of such laws, to 
have such slave or slaves sold for the benefit of the 
owner or owners. 

§ 8. In the prosecution of slaves for crimes of higher 
grade than petit larceny, the Legislature shall have no 
power to deprive them of an impartial trial by a petit 
jury. 

$4. Any person who shall dismember or deprive a 
slave of life shall suffer such punishment as would be 
inflicted in case the like offense had been committed on 
a free white person, and on the like proof, except in case 
of insurrection of saoh slave. 

This provision, and this provision alone, it 
was finally determined by a close vote to sub- 
mit to the registered electors. For this purpose, 
by the terms of a schedule annexed to the 
Constitution, an election was to be held on the 
21st of December. The ballots cast were to be 
indorsed either " Constitution with Slavery," or 
'* Constitution with No Slavery." Thus to have 
the privilege of voting No Slavery, it was. still 
made necessary to vote for the Constitution, 
beside which, all persons offering to vote must, 
if challenged, ^* take an oath to support the 
Constitution if adopted." 

If the number of votes *' for the Constitution 
without Slavery" should be a majority, then 
the schedule provides, that **The rights of 
property in slaves now in the Territory, shall 
in no manner be interfered with." Making it 
impossible to abolish Slavery. 

This schedule, as if with a direct view of 
superseding the Territorial Legislature and 
Congressional delegate elect, further provided 
that the Constitution shall be in force " after 
its ratification by the people^ (without waiting 
for the approval of Congress) a State election 
to be held on the first Monday in January, 
1858, for the choice of a Governor, Lieutenant- 
Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, State 
Treasurer, and members of the Legislature, and 
also a member of Congress. It also provided 
(as if to deprive the Territorial Legislature of 
all power of acting) that all laws in force not 
repugnant to the Constitution shall continue 
until altered, amended or repealed by a Legis- 
lature assembled under the provisions of this 
Constitution ; and that all oificers, civil or 
military, under the authority of the Territory 
of Kansas, shall continue to hold and exercise 
their respective offices until superseded by the 
authority of the State : the first meeting of the 
State Legislature to take place upon the issue 
of a proclamation by the President of the 
Convention, upon the receipt of official infor- 
mation that Congress has admitted Kansas into 
the Union. A provision is also inserted in- 
tended to prevent any amendment previous to 
the year 1864, and then only upon the concur- 
rence of two-thirds of the members of both 
houses, and " a majority of all the citiaens of 
the State." 

LECOMPTON AND ENQLISH BILLS. 

The following record of the action of Congress 
on the admission of Elansas under the Lecomp> 
ton Constitution, will be interesting for future 
reference. 
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The original bill, as it passed the Senate 
under the lead of Senator Green (March 23, 
1858), was as follows : 

THl LEOOaCPTON BILL. 

A BUI for ike Admieeion of the State of Kamsa9 into 

tke Union, presented in the Ornate oy Mr. Green, 

of MleaouH, from the Committee on Territories^ 

February 17, 1858. 

Whereas, The people of the Territory of Kansas did, 
by a Cuiiveiition of Delegates called and asaeinbled at 
Lecoinpton, depteraber 4, 1857, form for themselves a 
Coastitutioii and State Goyernment, which said Conven- 
tion having asked the admission of the Territory into 
the Union as a State on an equal footing with the original 
States^ 

£e %t enacted Jyy the Senate and House of Bepresen- 
tatives of Vie United States of America in uongress 
assembled; That the State of Kansas shall be, and is 
hereby declared to be, one of the United States of 
America, and admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States, in sXi respects whatever ; 
and the said State shall consist of all the territory in- 
cluded within the following boundaries, to wit : Begin- 
ning at a point on the western boundary of the State of 
Missouri where the thirty-seventh parallel of latitude 
crosses the same; thence west on said parallel to the^ 
eastern boundary of New Mexico ; thence north on said 
)0undary to latitude thirty-eight ; thence following said 
>oundary westward to the eastern boundary of the Terri- 
t.ory of Utah, on the summit of the Rocky Mountains ; 
thence northward on said summit to the fortieth parallel 
of latitude ; thence east on said parallel to the western 
boundary of the State of Missouri; thence south with the 
westward boundary of said State, to the place of begin- 
ning: . . . 

% 2. And be it farfhei^ enacted^ That the State of 
Kansas is admitted into the Union upon the express con- 
dition that said State shall never interfere with the 
primary disposal of the public lands, or with any regula- 
tions which Congress may find necessary for securing the 
title in said lands to the bona fide purchasers and 
grantees thereof, or impose or levy any tax, assessment, 
or imposition of any description whatsoever upon them, 
or other property of the United States, within the limits of 
said State ; and that nothing in this act shall be construed 
to abridge or infringe any right of the people asserted in 
the Constitution of Kansas, at all times, to alter, reform 
or abolish their form of government in such manner as 
they may think proper, Congress hereby disclaiming any 
authority to intervene or declare the construction of the 
Oonstitutiou of any State, except to see that it is republi- 
can in form and not in conflict with the Constitution of 
the United States ; and nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued as an assent by Congress to all or to any of the 
propositions or claims contained in the ordinance an-> 
nexed to the Constitution of the people of Kansas, nor to 
deprive the said State of Kansas of the same grants 
which were contained in said act of Congress, entitled, 
** An act to authorize the people of the Territory of 
Minnesota to /orm a Constitution and State Government, 
preparatory to admission into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States,** approved February 26, 
1858. 

% 8. Aiid be it further enacted. That until the next 
general census shalf be taken, and an apportionment of 
representation made, the State of Kansas shall be entitled 
to one Representative in the House of Representatives of 
the United States. 

The bill passed, 33 to 25, as follows : 

TKAS— FOR LIOOHPTON. * 

ALABAifiL.— Fitzpatrick, Clay. Arkansas. — Sebastian, 
Johnson. California.— G win. Dklawarb. — Bayard. 
Florida. — Mai lory, Yulee. Groroia.'— Iverson, Toombs. 
Indiana. — Fitch, Bright. Iowa. — Jones. Kbntdoxt. — 
Thompson. Louisiana.— Benjamin, SlidelU Martlasd. 
— Pearce, Ebnnbdt. Mississippi. — Brown. Misaouai. — 
Green, Polk. Nkw-Jehsbt. — Wright, Thomson. North 
Carolina.— 'Biggs. Prnnstlvania. — Bigler. Rhods 
Island. — Allen. South Carolina. — Evans, Hammond. 
Tbunksskb. — Johnson. Tkxas.— Henderson, Houston. 
Virginia. — Mason, Hunter. Total, 88, 

NATS — AGAINST LBGOUPTON. 

California.— Broderlck. CoYivmffticm.-^Foster^DiMm. 
Illinois.— Douglas, TrwmMiU. Iowa..— ffarlan. Kkn- 
TUCKT. — Crittkndkn. Mainr. — Fessenden, Hamlin, 
Massachusetts. — Wilson, Stunner. Michigan.— Stuart, 
Chtmdler. Nbw-Haupshirb.— J7a2«, Clark. Nbw- 
Yo&K.—Seward, King. Ohio.— Pugh, Wade. Rhodb 



l3Lkvi>.— Simmons. Tknnessbe.— Bell. Termont.-- 
CoUamer, Foot. Wisconsin. — Jhtrkee, DooHtUe. To- 
tal. 25. 

ABSSKT OR NOT VOTING. — Messrs. Batcs (Del.), Reid 
(N. 0.), Davis (Mi.), Cameron (Pa.) Mr. Cameron paired 
oiT with Mr. Davis. 

Previous to taking this vote, Mr. Crittenden 
moved a substitute for the bill, in substance, 
that the Constitution be submitted to the people 
at once, and, if approved, the President to 
admit Kansas by proclamation. If rejected, 
the people to call a Convention and frame a 
Constitution. The substitute made special pro- 
vision against frauds at the election. 

This substitute was lost : Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 34. 

On the first of April, the bill was taken up in 
the House and read once, when, its second 
reading having been objected to by Mr. Gid- 
dings, the question recurred under the rule, 
Shall the bUl be rejected ? A vote was taken 
and resulted. Yeas, 95 ; Nays, 13Y. 

Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., offered as a substi* 
tute, with slight fdterations, the bill which Mr. 
Crittenden had offered in the Senate. Mr. 
Quitman, of Mississippi, also offered a substitute, 
which was the same as the Senate bill, with the 
omission of the declaratory clause, *^ that the 
people shall have the right at all times to alter 
or amend the Consl^itution in such manner as 
they think proper," etc. 

Mr. Quitman's substitute was lost — Yeas, 72; 
Nays, l60, the yeas being all from the Slave 
States, and Mr. Montgomery's was adopted, 120 
to 112. 

The Crittenden-Montgomery substitute, as it 
passed the House, was in the following words : 

§ 1. BeU enacted, etc.. That the State of Kansas be, 
and is hereby, admitted iuto the Union on an equal foot* 
ing with the original States in all respects whatever ; but 
inasmuch as it is greatly disputed whether the Constitu- 
tion framed at Lecoiuptou on the 7th day of November 
last, and now pending before Congress, was fairly made» 
or expressed the will of the people of Kansas, this admis- 
sion of her into the Union as a State is here declared to 
be upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely : 
That the said constitutional iostrument shall be first sub- 
mitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and assented to 
by then^, or a majority of the voters, at an election to ba 
held for the purpose ; and as soon as such assent shall be 
given, and duly made known, by a majority of the Com- 
missioners herein appointed, to the President of the 
United States, he shall announce the same by proclama* 
tion, and thereafter, without any further proceedings on 
the part of Congress, the admission of the said State of 
Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with tho 
original States, in all respects whatever, shall be complete 
and absolute. At the said election the voting shall be by 
ballot, and by indorsing on his ballot as each voter may 
please, ^* for the Constitution," or ** against the Constitu- 
tion." Should the said Constitution be r^ected at the 
said election by a majority of votes being cast against it, 
then, and in that event, the inhabitants of said Territory 
are hereby authorised and empowered to form for them- 
selves a Constitution and State Government by the namo 
of the State of Kansas, according to the Federal Con- 
stitution, and to that end may elect delegates to a oon- 
ventlon as hereinafter provided. 

§ 2. And be it further enacted. That the said State of 
Kansas shall have concurrent jurisdiction on the Missouri 
and all other rivers and waters bordering on the said State 
of Kansas, so far as the same shall form a common bound- 
ary to said State and any other State or States now or 
hereafter to be formed or bounded by the same; and 
said rivers and waters, and all the navigable waters of 
said State, shall be common highways and forever freo, 
as well to the inhabitants of said State as to all other citi- 
zens of the. United States, without any tax, duty, impost, 
or toll therefor. 

§ 8. And be it further enaoUd, That for the purpose 
of insuring, as far as possible, that the elections author* 
ized by this act may be fair and free, the Governor and 
tiie Secretary of tlie Territory of Kansas, and the presid- 
ing officers of the two branches of its Legislature, namely 
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the President of the CouncU and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, are hereby constituted a board of com- 
luissloners to carry into effect the prorisions of this act, 
and to uae aU the means necessary and proper to that 
end. Any three of them shall constitute a Board ; and 
the board shall have power and authority, in respect to 
each and all of the elections hereby authorized or pro- 
vided for, to designate and establish precincts for voting, 
or to adopt those already established ; to cause polls to 
be opened at such places as it may deem proper in the re- 
spective counties and election precincts of said Territory; 
to appoint, as judges of election at each of the several 
plac«s of voting, three discreet and respectable persons, 
hny two of whom shall be competent to act; to require the 
Stieriflb of the several counties, by themselves or deputies, 
to attend the judges at each of the places of voting, for 
the purpose of preserving peace and good order, or the 
said Board may, in^tead of said Sheriffs and their deputies, 
appoint, at their discretion, and in such instances as they 
may choose, other fit persons for the same purpose ; and 
when the purpose of the election is to elect delegates to a 
Convention to form a Constitution, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided for, the number of delegates shall be sixty, and 
they shall be apportioned by said Board among the 
several counties of said Territory, according to the num- 
ber of voters ; and in maicing this apportionment, the 
Board may join two or more counties together to make 
an election or representative district, where neither of 
the said counties has the requisite number of voters to 
entitle it to a delegate, or to Join a smaller to a larger 
county having a surplus population, where it may serve 
to equalize the representation. The elections hereby 
authorized shall continue one day only, and shall not be 
continued later than sundown on that day. The said 
Board shall appoint the day of election for each of the 
elections hereby authorized, as the same may become 
necessary. The said Governor shall announce, by pro- 
clamation, the day appointed for any one of Raid elections, 
and the day shall be as early a one as is consistent with 
due notice thereof to the people of said Territory, subject 
to the provisions of this act. The said Board shall have 
full power to prescribe the time, manner and places of 
each of said elections, and to direct the time and manner 
of the returns thereof, which returns shall be made to the 
said Board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result 
by proclamation, and to appoint therein as early a day 
as practicable for the delegates elected (where the election 
has been for delegates) to assemble in Convention at the 
seat of Government of said Territory. When so assembled, 
the Convention shall first determine, by a vote, whether 
it is the wish of the proposed State to be admitted into the 
Union at that time ; and if so, shall proceed to form a 
Constitution, and take all necessary steps for the estab- 
lishment of a State Government, in conformity with the 
Federal Constitution, sutgect to the approval and ratifica- 
tion of the people of tlie proposed Stat-e. And the said 
Convention shall accordingly provide for its submission 
to the vote of the people for approval or rejection ; and 
if the majority of votes shall be given for the Constitution 
80 framed as aforesaid, the Governor of the Territory 
shall, within twenty days after the result is known, notify 
the President of the United States of the same. And 
thereupon the President shall announce the same by pro- 
clamation, and thereafter, and without any further pro- 
ceedings whatever on the part of Congress, the admission 
of the said State of Kansas into the Union, upon an equal 
footing with the original States in all respects whatever, 
shall be complete and absolute. 

§ 4. And be it^rth&r eruusted^ That in the elections 
hereby authorized, ail white male inhabitants of said Ter- 
ritory over the age of twenty-one years, who are legal 
voters under the laws of the Territory of Kansas, and 
none others, shall be allowed to vote; and this shall be 
the only qualification required to entitle the voter to the 
right of suffrage in said elections. And if any person not 
so qualified shall vote or offer to vote, or if any person 
shall vote more than once at either of said elections, or 
shall make, or cause to be made, any false, fictitious or 
fraudulent returns, or shall alter or change any returns 
of either of said elections, such person shall, upon convic- 
tion thereof before any court of competent jurisdiction, be 
kept at hard labor not less ttian six months, and not 
more than three years. 

§ 5. And be it fa/rihw enacted. That the members of 
the aforesaid Board of Commissioners, and all persons 
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of 
this act, shall, before entering upon their duties, take an 
oath to perform faithfully the duties of their respective 
offices ; and on failure thereof, they shall be liable and 
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided 
n like cases under tiie Territorial laws. 

S 6. And be U further encuOed^ That the officers men- 
tioned in the preceding section shall receive for their ser- 



vices the same compensation as Is given for like service 
under the Territorial laws. 

I 7. And be it /Urther enacted^ That the said State \ 
Kansas, when her admission as a State becomes complete 
and absolute, shall be entitled to one member in the 
House of Representatives, in the Congress of the United 
States, till the next census be taken by the federal Gov- 
ernment. 

§ 8. And be it farther enacted. That the following 
propositions be, and the same are hereby olTered to the 
said people of Kansas for thSir free acceptance or rejec- 
tion, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on the United 
States and upon (he ^aid State of Kansas, to wit : First, 
That the sections numbered sixteen and thiny-six in 
every township of public lands in said State, and where 
either of said sections, or any part thereof has l)e«:n sold 
or otherwise disposed of, other lands equivalent thereto, 
and as contiguous as may be, shall be granted to said 
State for the use of schools. Second, That seventy-two 
sections of land shall be set apart and reserved for the 
use and support of a State University, to be selected by 
the Governor of said State, subject to the approval of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and to be 
appropriated and applied in such manner as the Legis- 
lature of said State may prescribe for the purpose afore- 
said, but for no other purposes. Third, That ten entire 
sections of land, to be selected by the Governor of said 
State, in legal subdivisions, shall be granted to said State 
for the put pose of completing the public buildings, or for 
the erection of others at the seat of government, under 
the direction of the Legislature thereof. Fourvi, That 
all salt springs within said State, not exceeding twelve in 
number, with six sections of land adjoining, or as contigu- 
ous as may be to each, shall be granted to said State for 
its use ; the same to be selected by the Governor thereof 
within one year after the adn^ssion of said State, and 
when so selected, to be used or disposed of on such 
terms, conditions and regulations as the LegLslature shall 
direct : Provided, That no salt springs or land the right 
whereof is now vested in any individual or Individuals, 
or which may be hereafter be confirmed or adjudged to 
any individual or individuals, shall by this artxle be 
granted to said State. Fifih, That five per centum of 
the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying within 
said States, which shall be sold by Congress after the ad- 
mission of said State into the Union, after deducting all 
the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to said 
State, for the purpose of making public roads and inter- 
nal Improvements, as the Legislature shall direct : Pro- 
'Oided, The foregoing propositions hereinbefore offered 
are on the condition that the people of Kansas shall pro- 
vide, by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent 
of the United States, that said State shall never interfere 
with the primary disposal of the soil within the same, by 
the United States, or with any regulations C:ngress may 
find necessary for securing the title in said soil to bona 
fide purchasers thereof, and that no tax shall be imposed 
on lands belonging to the United States, and that in no 
case shall non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than 
residents. Sioaih: And that the said Sate shall never 
tax the landi or the property of the United States in that 
State : Provided however. That nothing in this act of 
admission shall be so construed as to ratify or accept the 
ordinance attached to said Constitution ; but said ordi- 
nance is hereby rejected by the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. 

The following are the Yeas and Nays : 

TSAS— TO AMBIO OR SUBSTITtrrX. 

Cauforkia.— McKibbin— 1. 

CoNNBCTiouT.— Ctor*, J>eanr-2, 

Illinois.— iT/iAu Waehbume, Famsworih, Zov^oy, 
Kellogg, Morris, Harris, Shaw, Robert Smith, Sam. S. 
Marshall— 9. 

Indiana.— English, Foley, Kilgore, J. G. Davis, Wilson, 
OolfoM, Case, Pettit—S. 

Iowa.— Curtis, T. Da/vis—i. 

Kbntuckt. — Undbrwooo, Humphkbt Marshall— 3 . 

Mains.- IfcMKf, OUman, Abbott, Morse, J. Wash' 
bums, Foster — o. 

Martland.— RiOAUD, J. M. Harris, H. Winter Davis— 8. 

'blAa&k(mxi%mw.—HaU,Buffinion, JDamrell, Comins, 
Burlingame, Davis, Gooch, Knapp, Thayer, Chaffee, 
Da%DeS'-\\. 

MicHiOAM.— J?btoar<{, Waldron, WcObridge, Leach— i^ 

Missourl- ^^r— 1. 

Nrw-Hampshirb.- PU;«, Tappcm, Ora^iv—Z, 

Nbw-Jbrsbt. —CUw>son, Boooins, Adraln— 8. 

North Carolina.— Gilmrb-I. 

Nbw-York.— Haskin, H. F. Clark, Murray, Thompson, 
\ OHn, Dodd, Palmer, Spinner, Clark B. Cochra/ne^ 
^ Mirse, Matteson, Bennett, Goodwin, Hoard, Granger 
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Morffon^ Pottle^ Parksr^ Kelaey^ Andrews^ ISitrman^ 
Burroughs^ J>'enion—2S. 

Ohio.-— Pendleton, Groesbeck, Oampbellt JTicholg^ 
MoUy Gockerill, Harlan^ StcmUm^ Hall, HorUm^ox^ 
/Shsrmaiit BUm^ IbrnpHnSj Lawrence, LeiUr^ Wade, 
OiddingSy Bingham — 19. 

Pbnnbtlvamia. — JS. J. Morris, Owen Jones, Hickman, 
Bobarta, KunkU, Grow, Edie, Covode, Montgomery, 
Bitchie, Purvianos, Stewart, JHck, Chapman.— 14. 

Rhodk ISLAMD.— />ur/««, Brayton—i, 

Vkbhokt.— - Walton, Morrill, Boyce—Z. 

Wisconsin.— Pottor, C, C. WasMmme, BiUinghuret— 
8.— Total, 120. 

NATS. 

Alabama. — Stallwortb, Shorter, Dowdell, Moore, Hoob- 
ton, Cobb, Curry — ^T. • 

Arkansas.— Greenwood, Warren — ^2. 

California. —Scott— 1. 

CoNNKCTiCDT.— Arnold, Bbhop — ^2. 

Dklawarx.— Whiteley — 1. 

Florida.— Hawkins— 1. 

Gbokgia.— Seward, Crawford, Tbippk, Gartrell, Wright, 
Jackson, Hill, Stephens- 8. 

Indiana. — ^Niblack, Hughes, €(regg— S. 

Kkntuckt. — Burnett, Peyton, Talbott, Jewett, Elliott, 
Clay, Mason, Stevenson — 8. 

Louisiana.— EosTis, Taylor, Davidson, Sandidge— 4. 

Maryland. — Stewart, Knnkel, Bowie— 8. 

Missouri. — ^Andbrson, Clark, Craig, Woodson, Phelps 
—6. 

Mississippi.- Lamar, R. Davis, Barksdale, Singleton, 
Quitman — 5. 

Nbw-Jkrsbt. — Huyler, Wortendyke— 2. 

North Carouna. — Shaw, Buffin, Winslow, Branch, 
Scales, Craige, Clingman— 7. 

New-YouK.— Searing, Taylor, Sickles, Kelly, Maclay, 
John Cochrane, Ward, Russell, Corning, Hatch— 10. 

Ohio. — Miller, Bums — 2. 

Pennsylvania. — Florence, Landy, Phillips, Glancy 
Jones, Leidy, Dimmick, White, Ahl, Gillis, Keilly, De- 
wart— 11. 

South Carolina. — McQueen, Miles, Eeitt, Bonham, 
Boyce — 6. 

Tknnbssbb. — ^Watkins, Maynard, S. A. Smith, Savage, 
Rrady, Jones, Wright, Zolligoffkr, Atkins, Avery — 10. 

Texas.— Bryan, Reagan— 2. 

YiROiNiA.— Garnet, MiUson, Caskie, Goode, Bocock, 
Powell, Smith, Faulkner, Letcher, Clemens, Jenkins, £d- 
mundson. Hopkins— 18. Total, 112. 

ul^tfen^Caruthers (Mo ) 

rkgapitulatiov. 

Te€U. 
Republicans, 92 ; Democrats, 22 ; Americans, 6. Total 

— lao. 

J^ays. 
Democrats, 104 ; Americans, 8. Total— 112. 

The bill having been returned to the Senate 
on the second day of April, Mr. Green moved 
to disagree to the House amendment which 
nation was adopted : Yeas, 34, Nays, 22. 

The following are the Nays : 

Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Festtenden, 
Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Stuai-t, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson. 

In the House of Representatives, on the Tth 
of April, Mr. Montgomery, of Pennsylvania, 
moved tliat the House adhere to its amend* 
ment, which motion was carried, Teas, 119, 
Nays 111 — the vote being the same as on the 
adoption of the amendment, with the exception 
of Messrs. Marshall and Bowie, who paired off 
and did not vote. 

On the 13th of April, the Senate voted to in- 
sist and ask for a conference committee, Yeas, 
80, Nays, 24 — the Nays being the same as the 
Nays on Mr. Greenes motion to disagree, with 
the addition of Messrs. Bell and Sumner. On 
the following day, the House received a mes- 
sage from the Senate insisting on its disagree- 
ment and asking' a committee of conference, 
when Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., moved that the 
Bouse insist on its adherence, on which he de- 



manded the previous question. The call for the 
previous question was lost by the casting vote 
of the Speaker : 108 to 108. Very much to 
the surprise of the House, Mr. English, of Indi- 
ana, who had acted with the Anti-Lecomptoii 
party up to this time, moved that the House 
agree to a Conference Committee, and that a 
committee of three be appointed by the 
Speaker to meet a similar committee of the 
Senate, and on this he called for the previous 
question, which was ordered. The Yeas and 
Nays were called, and the vote stood 108 to 
108: the Speaker voting in the affirmative, Mr. 
Englishes proposition was agreed to. The Yeas 
and Nays were as follows : 

Ykas.— Messrs. Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Caskie, Clark (Mo.), 
Clay, Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Craig 
(Mo.), Craige (N. C. >, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis 
(Miss.), Dewart, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliot^ English, 
Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Oarnett, Gartrell, Goode, 
Greenwood, Oregg, Hall (Ohio), Hatch, Hawkins, Hill, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, 
Jones (Tean.), J. Glancy Jones, Ow&n, Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kunkel (Md.), Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Letcher, 
Maclay, McQueen, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, MiU- 
son, Moore, Niblack, Orr, Pendleton, PeytoQ, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Ruffin, Rus- 
sell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, bearing, Se»ard, 
Shaw (N. C), Shorter, Singleton, Smith (Tenn.), Smith 
(Va), Stall wo I th, Stephens, Stevenson, Stewart (Md.), 
Talbott, Taylor (N. Y.), Trippe, Ward, Warren, Watkins, 
White, Winalow, Woodson, Wortendyke, Wright (Qa.), 
Wright (Tenn.), ZoUlcoffer— 109. 

[The four in italics had hitherto voted antl-Lecomp- 
ton.] 

Nats. — Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Blllinghurst, 
Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burroughs, Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Chapman, Clark 
Conn.), Clark (N. Y.), Clawson, Cockerill, Colfax,. Com- 
ins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Curtis. Damrell, Davis (Md.), 
Davis (Ind.), Davis (AJass.), Davis (Iowa;, Dawes, Dean, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Famsworth, Fenton, Foley, 
Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, 
Groesbeck; Grow, Hall (Mass.), Harlan, Harris (Md), 
Harm, (111.), Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Uoiton, Howard, 
Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Lawrence, Leiter, Lo vejoy, Mar- 
shall (Ky.) Marshall (111.), Matteson, Montgomery, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Morris (Penn.,) Morris (Ul.), Morse (Me.), 
Morse (N. Y.), Mott, Murray, Nichols, Palmer, Petf.t, 
Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Boyce, Shaw (UL), Sherman (Ohio), Sherman 
(N. Y.), Smith (III.), Spinner, Stanton, Stewart (Penn.), 
Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Walton, Washburne (UL), Washburne 
(Me.), Wilson, Wood— 108. 

The following, not voting, had paired off : 

Adrain with Huyler, Dimmick with McEibbln, Gillis 
with Roberts, Clark B. Cochrane with Sickles, Reilly 
with Thayer, Taylor (La.) with Kunkel (Pa.), Wash- 
burne (Wis.) with Arnold, 01m with Coming. White- 
ley, absent. 

The Committee of Conference was composed 
of Messrs. James S. Green, (Mo.), Robert M. T. 
Hunter, (Va.), and William H. Seward, (N. Y ), 
of the Senate ; and Messrs. William H. English, 
(Ind.), Alexander H. Stephens, (Ga.), and Wil- 
liam A. Howard, (Mich.), on the part of the 
House. 

On the 23d of April, the Committee made 
their report* (susceptible of various interpreta- 
tions), Messrs. Seward of the Senate, and How- 
ard, of the House, dissenting. After a running 
fight of a week between the friends and oppo- 
nents of the new scheme, on the 30th of April, 
the report of the Committee was adopted by 
both branches of Congress. It was as follows : 

An Act Jbr ihe Admission of the Stats of Kansas 
into the Union. — Whereas, the people of the Territory 
of Kansas did, by a convention of delegates assembled 
at Lecompton on the 7th day of Nov., 1857, for that pur- 
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pose, form for themselves a constitution and State 
government, which constitution is republican; and 
whereas^ at the same time and place, said convention 
did adopt an ordinance, wliich said ordinance asserts 
that Kansas, when admitted as a State, will have an un- 
dditubted ri^t to tax tlie lands within her limits belong- 
ing to the United States, and proposes to relinquish said 
asserted right if certain conditions set forth in said or- 
dinance be accepted and agreed to by the Congress of 
the United States ; and whereas^ the said constitution 
and ordinance have been presented to Congress by order 
of said convention, and admission of said Territory into 
the Union thereon as a State requested ; and whereas^ 
said ordinance is not acceptable to Congress, and it is 
desirable to ascertain whether the people of Kansas 
concur in the changes in said ordinance, hereinafter 
stated, and desire admission into the Union sb a State 
as herein proposed : Therefore, 

Be it enacted, eic^ That the State of Kansas be, and 
is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, in all respects whatever, but 
upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely : 
That the question of admission with the following pro- 
position, in lieu of the ordinance framed at Lecompton, 
be submitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and 
assented to by them or a majority of the voters voting 
at an election to be held for that purpose, namely: 
That the following propositions be, and the same are 
hereby offered to the people of Kansas for acceptance 
or rejection, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on 
the United States and upon the said State of Kansas, to 
wit: Firsts That sections mumber sixteen and thirty- 
six in every township of public lands in said State, or 
where either of said sections or any part thereof has 
been sold or otherwise disposed of, other lands equiva- 
lent thereto, and as contiguous as may be, shall be 
granted to said State for the use of schools. Second^ 
That seventy-two sections of land shall be set apart and 
reserved for the support of a State University, to be 
selected by the Governor of said State, subject to the 
approval of the Conmiissioners of the General Land- 
Office, and to be appropriated and applied in such man- 
ner as the legislature of said State may prescribe for 
the purpose aforesaid, but for no other pui-pose. Tldrd^ 
That ten entire sections of land, to be selected by the 
Governor of said State, in legal subdivisions, shall be 
granted to said State for the purpose of completing the 
public buildings, or for the erection of others at the seat 
of government, under the d rection of the legislature 
thereof. Fourth^ That all salt springs within said State, 
not exceeding twelve in number, with six sections of 
land adjoining, or as contiguous as may be to each, 
shall be granted to said Stat« for its use, the same to be 
selected by the Governor thereof, within one year after 
the admission of said State ; and, when so selected, to be 
used or disposed of on such terms, conditions and regu- 
lations as the legislature may direct : Praoided^ That 
no salt spring or land, the right whereof is now vested 
in any individual or individuals, or which may hereafter 
be confirmed or adjudged to any individual or indivi- 
duals, shall by this article be granted to said State. 
Fijthf That five per centum of the net proceeds of sates 
of all public lands lying within said State which shall be 
sold by Congress after the admission of said State into 
the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident to 
the same, shall be paid to said State for the purpose of 
malcing public roads and internal improvements, as the 
legislature shall direct : Provided^ The foregoing pro- 
positions herein offered are on the condition that said 
t^tate of Kansas shall never interfere with the primary 
disposal of the lands of the United States, or with any 
regulations which Congress may find necessary for 
securing the title in said soil to bona Jlde purchasers 
thereof, and that no tax shall 1»e imposed on lands be- 
longuig to the United States, and that in no case shall 
non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than residents. 
tSioiihy And that said State shall never tax the lands or 
property of the United States in that State. 

At the said election the voting shall be by ballot, and by 
Indorsing on his ballot, as each voter may be pleased, 
"Proposition accepted," or "Proposition rejected." 
Should a majority of the votes cast be for " Proposition ac- 
cepted," the President of the United States, as soon as the 
fact is duly made known to him, shall announce the same 
by proclamation ; and thereafter, and without any fturther 
proceedings on the part of Congress, the admission of the 
State of Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with 
the original States ha all respects whatever shall be com- 
plete and absolute ; and said State shall be entitled to one 
member in the House of Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States until the next census be talcen by the 
Federal Government. But should a majority of the votes 
cast be for " Proposition rejected," it shall be deemed and 



held that the people of Kansas do not desire admission mto 
the Union with sxdd Constitution under the conditions set 
forth in said proposition : and in that event the people of 
said Territory are hereby authorized and empowered to 
form for themselves a Constitution and State Government, 
by the name of the State of Kansas, according to the Fed- 
eral Constitution, and may elect delegates for Uiat purpose 
whenever, and not before, it is ascertained by a censwi 
duly and legally taken, that the population of said Terri- 
tory equals or exceeds the ratio of representation required 
for a member of the House of RepresentaUves of the Con- 
gress of the United States ; and whenever thereafter such 
delegates shall assemble in Convention, they shall first de- 
temune by a vote whether it is the wish of the people of 
the proposed State to be admitted into the Union at that 
time ; and, if so, shall proceed to form a Constitution, and 
take all necessary steps for the establishment of a State 
Government, in conformity with the Federal Constitution, 
subject to suchlimitations and restrictions as to the mode and 
manner of its approval or ratification by the people of the 
proposed State as they may have prescribed by law, and 
shall be entitled to admission into the Union as a State un- 
der such Constitution, thus fairly and legally made,wittior 
without Slavery, as saiid Constitution may prescribe. 

§ 2. And be it fiiriher enacted^ That for the pur- 
pose of insuring, as far as possible, tbiat the elections au- 
thorized by this act may be fah: and free, the Governor, 
United States District Attorney, and Secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, and the presiding officers of the two 
branches of its Legislature, namely, the President of the 
Council and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
are hereby constituted a board of Commissioners to carry 
into effect the provisions of tliis act, and to use all the 
means necessary and proper to that end. And three of 
them shall constitute aboard; and the board shall have 
power and authority to designate and establish precincts 
for voting or to adopt those already established ; to cause 
poUs to be opened at such places as it may deem proper in 
the respective counties and election precincts of said Ter- 
ritory ; to appoint as judges of election at each of the 
several places of voting, three discreet and respectable 
persons, any two of whom shall be competent to act ; to 
require the sheriffs of the several counties, by themselves 
or deputies, to attend the judges at each of the places of 
voting, for the purpose of preserving peace and good or^ 
der ; or the said board may, instead of said sheriffs and 
their deputies, appoint at their discretion, and in such in- 
stances as they may choose, other fit persons for the same 
purpose. The election hereby authorized shall continue 
one day only, and shall not be continued later than sun 
down on that day. The said board shall appoint the day 
for holding said election, and the said Governor shall an 
nounce the same by proclamation ; and the day shall b« 
as early a one as is consistent with due notice thereof to 
the people of said Territory, subject to the provisions of 
this act. The said board shall have full power to prescribe 
the time, manner, and place of said election, and to direct 
the time (within) which returns shall be made to the said 
board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result by 
proclamation, and the said Governor shall certify the same 
to the President of the United States without delay. 

§8. Avt^ be it further enacted^ That in the election 
hereby authorized, all white male inhabitants of said Ter- 
ritorv, over the age of twenty-one years, who possess the 
qualifications which were required by the laws of said IJ^r- 
litory for a legal voter at the last general election for the 
members of the Territorial Legislature, and none others, 
shall be allowed to vote ; and this shall be the only qualifi- 
cation required to entitle the voter to the right of suffrage 
in said election. And if any person not so qualified shall 
vote or offer to vote, or if any person shall vote more than 
once at said election, or shall make, or cause to be made, 
any false, fictitious, or fraudulent returns, or shall alter or 
change any returns of said election, such person shall, up- 
on conviction thereof before any court of competent juris- 
diction, be kept at hard labor not less than six months and 
not more than three years. 

§ 4. And be it further enacted^ That the members 
of the aforesaid board of commissioners, and all persons 
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of 
this act, shall, before enterUig upon their duties, take an 
oat^ to perform faithfully the duties of their respective 
, offices : and on failure thereof, they shall be liable and 
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided 
in like cases under the Territorial laws. 

% 5. And be it further enacted^ That tl^e officers 
mentioned in the preceding section shall receive for their 
services the same compensation as is given for like service^^ 
under the Territorial laws. 

The vote in the Senate, on agreeing to the Conference Com* 
mittee's Report, stood — ^Yeas, 80 ; Mays, 22 ; as follow^ ; 

Yeas. — Messrs. Allen. Bayard, Bei^amin, Blgler, BlggF, 
Bright, Brown, Clay, Davis, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Green, 
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Gwis, Hammoiid, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson (Ark) 
Johnson (Tenn.), Jones, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Thompson (N.J.), Toombs, Wright, Yulee. 

Nats. — Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, CoUa- 1 
mer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, 
Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson. 

Paired.— Bell with Pearce, Fitch with Sumner. 

Abskmt.— Clark, Bates, Henderson, Reid, Thompson 
'K.V.), Slidell. 

In the House, on the final vote, among those who had 
voted against the original Lecompton Bill and who now 
suppoi-ted the English scheme^ere Gilmer, Am., of N. C, 
and the following Democrats, vis. : English and Foley, 
of Ind ; Cockerill, Cox, Groesbeck, Hall, Lawrence and 
Pendleton, of Ohio; and Owen Jones, of Pa. Gen. 
Quitman, of Mississippi, and Mr. Bonham, of S. C, fire 
eaters, yoted No, and the following members " paired 
off," viz. : Washburn (Wis.) with Arnold ; Matteson with 
Keuben Davis ; Purviance with Dimmlck ; Morrill with 
Faulkner; Horton with Hill: J. C. Kunkel with Miles 
Taylor; Montgomery with warren; Thompson with 
Stewart (Md.) ; and Wood with George Taylor. 

In accordance \rith this act of Congress, 
the people of Kansas went into an election on 
the 8d of August, 1858. Notwithstanding the 
liberal offers in regard to donations to Kansas 
of public lands, in this bill, and the threat that 
if the people did not accept a State Government 
with the Lecompton Constitution, they should 
not be permitted to come in as a State with 
anv Constitution, till they should have a full 
population of 93,840, still, the Lecompton Con- 
stitution was again rejected by more than ten 
thousand majority. This may be regarded as 
the Jinal disposition of this famous Constitution. 
From first to last, it had been the cau?e or the 
sunject of more speeches in Congress than any 
rabasure ever brought before that body. 

THE WYANDOT CONSTITUTION. 

The Territorial Legislature passed an act 
(Feb. 11, 1859) to refer the question to the 
people of a new Constitutional Convention, the 
election to be held on the first Tuesday in 
March, 1859. The election was held, and 
resulted in a majority of 3,881 in favor of a 
Couvention. This result being ascertained, the 
Governor issued his proclamation for an elec- 
tion of delegates. The old party organizations 
were now abandoned, and those of Kepubllcaus 
and Democrats substituted, and it was on this 
basis that the canvass for the election of dele- 
gates proceeded. 'The Convention was to 
consist of fifty-two delegates. The Democrats 
proclaimed themselves disciples of Mr. Douglas 
and his Territorial Sovereignty doctrine, and 
decidedly opposed to making Kansas a Slave 
State. The Leavenworth district, where, 
through its contractors for army supplies, the 
Government exercised a great influence, and 
which from its population was entitled to ten 
delegates, elected the Democratic ticket, not, 
however, without the aid of fraudulent votes. 
But the Republicans, by their predominance in 
other parts of the Territory, succeeded in 
securing a majority in the Convention of thirty- 
five to seventeen. 

The Convention met at Wyandot on the 5th 
of July, and adjourned on the 27th of the same 
month, after adopting a CouHtitution by a vote 
of thirty-four to thirteen, all the Democrats 
present voting against it and refusing to sign 
it. They had strenuously contended, in the 
Convention, for the annexation to Kansas of 
that part of Nebraska south of the Platte ; for 



retaining as a part of the new State the western 
gold region about Pike's Peak, which was 
beginning to attract great numbers of immi- 
grants; for the exclusion from the State of 
free negroes, and for the prohibition of bank 
issues, but had been defeated as to all these 
points. 

By the Constitution, as adopted, the bounda- 
ries of the new State were declared to be the 
State of Missouri on the east, the 87th parallel 
of north latitude on the south, the 41st parallel 
of north latitude on the north, and the S8d 
meridian of longitude west from Washington 
on the west. The western boundary cuts off 
the Pike's Peak region and the desert which 
bounds it on the east, and limits the new State 
to the habitable eastern portion of the Terri- 
tory, embracuQg an area of some sixty thousand 
square miles. The Executive is to consist of a 
Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, Attor- 
ney-General, and Superintendent of Public 
Schools, to be chosen by the people, and to 
serve for two years. The House of Represen- 
tatives is to consist of seventy-five members, to 
serve one year, and the Senate of twenty-five 
Senators, to serve two years, the numbers to be 
regulated by law, but never to exceed one 
hundred Representatives, and thirty-three Sena- 
tors. The pay is to be three dollars a day and 
fifteen cents per mile travel. All bills must 
originate with the House, and no act can in- 
clude more than one subject. The Supreme 
Court is to consist of three Judges, to be 
chosen by the people, to hold ofiice for six 
years, one to go out every two years. There 
are to be five District Judges, to be chosen by 
the people of their respective districts, and to 
serve for four years. Each county is to choose 
a Judge of Probate, to serve for two years, 
and each township is to choose Justices of the 
Peace, to serve also for two years. Elections 
are to be by ballot. Every white male adult 
who is a citizen of the United States, or who has 
declared his intention to become one, having 
been a resident in the State for six months, and 
in the precinct for thirty days, is entitled to vote. 

The State is prohibited from becoming a 
party in carrying on any work of internal im- 
provement, nor can any debt, to exceed a mil- 
lion of dollars, be contracted, unless the ques- 
tion be previously submitted to, and the debt 
authorized by, a popular vote ; and in all cases 
a special tax must be levied sufficient to pay the 
interest and provide a sinking fund adequate 
to meet the principal when it becomes due. All 
corporations, banks included, must be estab- 
lished under general laws only, and the corpo- 
rators made liable to twice the amount of their 
stock. The sale of lottery tickets is prohibited. 
The schedule annexed to the Constitution 
claimed of Congress $500,000, or in lieu there- 
of 600,000 acres of land, to meet the claima 
audited to nearly that amount for losses in< 
curred by citizens of Kansas during the late 
troubles. The Commissioners had declined to 
entertain the claim of the New-England Emi- 
grant Aid Society, to the amount of $25,0o0, 
for the destruction of their hotel at Lawrence, 
on the ground that they had no authority to 
act on any claims except those presented by 
citizens of Kansas, and the Convention de- 
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dined to go beyond the report of the Commid- 
sioners. 

A grant is asked from Congress of 4,550»000 
acres of land for internal improvements, also 
the swamp lands of the State to be appropriated 
as a school fund. 

Prefixed to the Constitution is a Bill of 
Rights, which includes a prohibition of Slavery. 
This Bill of Rights also provides that no person 
shall be incom(>etent to testify on account of 
his religious belief. 

By a provision of the schedule, this Constitu- 
tion was submitted to a popular vote on the 
first Tuesday in October, which resulted in its 
ratification by the people by a majority of some 
four thousand. The Territorial election in 
November attracted but little interest from the 
general expectation of the admission of the 
State under the new Constitution. The Repub- 
licans, however, succeeded in electing their 
delegate to Congress and a majority of the 
Legislature. 

The first State Election under this Constitu- 
tion was held December 6, 1859, and resulted 
in the election of Charles Robinson (Rep.) as 
Governor by 2513 majority. Martin F. Con- 
way (Rep.) for Congress by 2107 majority, and 
the entire Republican ticket for State officers 
by majorities ranging from 2000 to 2,500, also 
a Legislature which was Republican in both 
branches by very decided majorities. 

Feb, 15 — ^Mr. Grow introduced in the House, 
a bill to admit Kansas under the Wyandot Con- 
stitution. Referred to Committee on Territo- 
ries, which (March 29th) reported (majority) 
through Mr. Grow in favor of admission. 

April 11. — Mr. Grow demanded the Previous 
Question on the passage of the Bill, which 
was seconded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. Barksdale, demanded the Teas and Nays 
— ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 

the affirmative : Yeas, 134 ; Nays, 73, as follows : 

Teas — Messrs. Chas. F. Adams, A d r a i n , Aldrich, 
AUenj Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr^ Barrett^ Beale, 
Bingham, Blair (Pa.), Blake, Brayton, Brioos, BufBnton, 
Burch^ Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfleld, Oampbell, 
Carey, Garter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. Coch- 
rane, John Cochrane^ Colfax, Conkling, Oooper, Corwin, 
Covode, CooOf Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Ethbbidor, Famsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry ^I'lorence. Foster, Fouks^ Frank, French, €h>och. 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, H a s k i n. Helmick, Hick- 
man, Hoard, Holman^ Howard (Ohio), Humphry, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Ktlgore, Klllinger, LarrcbbM^ De Witt C. Leach, 
Lee,Zo(7an, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Ctuu, 
D. Martin^ MoGlsmdnd. McKean, McKnight, McPher- 
flon, Wm. Moniaomeryy Moorehead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Isaac IT. Morris^ hlorse^ Mblact.Wxon^ Olln, 
Pahner, Pendleton. Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Rice, R i g g 8. Christopher Robinson, James O. Robin' 
son^ Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Spauld- 
ing, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wm. Stewart, l^out^ Strat- 
ton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
raWonrfi^jrAow*. Vandevcr, Verree, Waldron, Walton, 
C. C. Washburn, £. B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Wbb- 
STxa, Wells, Wilson, Wlndom, Wood, Woodrult 

Republicans, in Roman, 108 

Democrats (from Free States.), in JkUioe^ . . 22 

Anti-Lecompton Democrats, Roman spaced, . . 6 

Americans, In shall oafs, 8 

Total, 184 

Nats— Messrs. GaBKir Aoaxb, Thot. L. Anderson^ Wm. 
C. AsDBRsoN. AshmoreyAeerff. Barksdale, Bocock^ Bon- 
ham^ BoTELER, BoycSy Brabboh Branchy Bribtow, Bttr- 
neity John B. Olark, Clapton, Cobb, James Craig 
Burton CraigSt Craw^brd^ Curry tDoMdson^lissiKi W. 



Davis, Edmundson, English (Indiana), Gamett, Gat^ 
trell, Gilmer, HamiUon^ Hardeman, John T. liarris, 
Hawkins. Hill, Hindm/m, Houston. Hughes Jack' 
son, JenJcinSj Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Jambs M. Leach, 
Leake, Loee, Mallort, Matkard, McQueen, Jfclias, 
Miles, MiUson, Lab am T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Nel- 
son, Nbell, Pugh, QuARLES, Reagan. Buffin, Scott (ChI.), 
Sickles VS. Y.), Simms, Singleton,Wm. Smith,V,'. N. H. 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, VA^'CK, 
Whitely, Winslow, Woodson. 
Democrats, in Italics, (8 from Free States), . . 55 
Americans, in small caps (all from Slave States), i 8 



•Total, 
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Paired— D avis (Indiana), with Phelps. 

Sherman with Harris, of Md. 

Wade with Pey<(?f». 

Somes with McClay (N.T.) 

Van Wyck with UtuUrtDOod, 

Burroughs with D^amette. 
Absent Unpaired— 2>a«ii (Mis.), Landrum, MarHn^ 
(Va.), Kunkel. 

Senate^ Feb. 21st.— Mr. Seward introduced a 
bill for the admission of Kansas under the 
Wyandotte Constitution. 

On the 5th June, this bill being under con- 
sideration, 

Mr. Wigfall, of Tex., explained his views. He de- 
clared he would not vote for the admission of this so- 
called State, under any circumstances. He objected to 
their moral character, and was not willing Texas should 
associate with such a State. 

Mr. Greeners amendment, to change the boundary 
(taking in Pike's Peak), was discussed by Mr. Wade, 
who said the effect of the amendment would be to defeat 
the bill. 

. Mr. Hunter moved to postpone the subject, and take 
up the Army bill 

Mr. Trumbull opposed the motion. He should keep 
the Kansas bill before the Senate till it was finally d s- 
posed of. It was more important than the appropri- 
ation bilb, which appeared to be kept back in order to 
interrupt other important business. 

Mr. Seward hoped the friends of Kansas would let a 
vote be taken, so that the responsibility might lie where 
it belonged. 

The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and resulted, 
Teas, 82 ; Nays, 27. It was a strict party vote, except 
that Messrs Pugh (Dem., Ohio) and Latham (Deni., 
Cal.) voted with the Republicans not to postpone. Mr. 
Kennedy (S. Am., Md.) voted with the Democrats. 
Messrs. Crittenden (S. Am., Ky.), Douglas, Clay, (Dem. 
Ala), andNicholson(Dem.,Tenn.) were absent. Messrs. 
Douglas and Clay were paired. 

So the motion to postpone, and take up the Army 
bill prevailed. 

Mr. Trumbull called attention to the fact that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Bigler) desired to postpone 
the Kansas bill because the Senate was not full. The 
vote showed that sixty votes had been cast, with two 
paired off, showing the fullest vote of the session. 

He said the effect of the vote just taken was equiva- 
lent to the defeat of the Kansas bill, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania must have known the effect of his vote. 

Mr. Wigfall desired to call attention to the fact that 
the House had once defeated the Army bill, because it 
did not want the army used against the Black Republi- 
can thieves and murderers in Kansas. 

June Y. — Mr. Wade, of Ohio, moved to take 
up the Kansas bill, which was lost — as follows : 

Teas — Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, CoUamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck. Trum- 
bull. Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, Republicans, 25 ; Demo- 
craU, (Bigler and Pugh) 2—27. 

Nays— Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, 
Brown, Chesnut, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitcpatrick, 
Greene, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson, (Tenn.) Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thom- 
son, Toombs, Wigfall, Yulee.— 32. [All Democrats.] 

Mr. Douglas was paired with Mr. Clay ; 
Crittenden (Am.), with Johnson, of Ark., Ken- 
nedy and Saulsbury absent. 

So both Houses adjourned and left Kansas 
still in the condition of a Territory. 
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SPEECH OF THE HON. ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 

At Spriri^fidd, 111., June 11, 1858. 



[The following speech was delivered at Springfield, HI., at 
the close of the Republican Stale Convention held at that 
time and place, and by which Convention Mr. Lincoln had 
been named as their candidate for U. S. Senator.] 

Mr. Pbbsidsmt, ahd Gbntlem kn op thb Con vkntion : 
If we coald first know where we are, and whither we 
are tending, we could better Judge what to do, and how 
to do it. We are now far into the fifth year, since a 
policy was initiated with the avowed object, and confi- 
dent promise, of putting an end to Slavery agitation. 
Under the operation of that policy, that agitation has 
not only not ceased, but has constantly augmented. In 
my opinion, it will not cease, until a crisis shall have 
been reached and passed. "A house divided against 
itself cannot stand." I believe this government cannot 
endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not 
expect the Union to be dissolved — I do not expect the 
house to fall— but I do expect it will cease to be divided. 
It will become all one thing, or all the other. Either the 
opponents of .^lavery will arrest the further spread of it, 
and place it where the public mind shall rest in the be- 
lief that it is in t]»« course of ultimate extinction ; or its 
advocates will push it forward, till it shall become alike 
lawful in all the States, old as well as new — North as 
well as South. 

Have we no tendency to the latter condition ? 

Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that 
now almost complete legal combination— piece of ma- 
chinery, so to speak— compounded of the Nebraska 
doctrine, and the Dred Scott Decision. Let him con- 
sider not only what work the machinery is adapted to 
do, and how well adapted ; but also, let him study the 
history of its construction, and trace, if he can, or i ather 
fail, if he can, to trace the evidence of design, and con- 
cert of action, among its chief architects, from the be- 
ginning. 

The new year of 1854 found Slavery excluded from 
more than half the States by State Constitutions, and 
from most of the national territory by Congressional 
prohibition. Four days later, commenced the struggle 
which ended in repealing that Congressional prohibition. 
This opened ail the national territory to Slavery, and 
was the first point gained. 

But, so far. Congress only had acted : and an indorse- 
ment by the people, real or apparent, was indispen- 
sable, to save the point already s^ned, and give chance 
for more. 

This necessity had not been overlooked; but had 
been provided for, as well as might be, in the notable 
argument of "squatter sovereignty,'' otherwise called 
*' sacred right of self-government," which latter phrase, 
though expressive of the only rightful basis of any gov- 
ernment, was so perverted in this attempted use of it as 
to amount to iustthls : That if any on6 man choose to 
enslave anoiherj no third roan shall be allowed to 
object. That argument was incorporated into the Ne- 
braska bill itself, in the language which follows : '* It 
being the true intent and meaning of this act not to 
legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to ex- 
clude it therefrom ; but to leave the people thereof per- 
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu- 
tions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution 
of the United States." Then opened the roar of loose 
declamation in favor of "Squatter Sovereignty,'* and 
" sacred right of self-government.'* **■ But," said oppo- 
sition members, " let us amend the bill so as to expressly 
declare that the people of the Territory may exclude 



Slavery.** " Not we," said the friends of the measure; 
and down they voted the amendment. 

While the Nebraska bill was passing through Congress, 
a law case involving the question of a negro's freedom, 
by reason of his owner having voluntai ily taken him 
first into a Free State and then into a Territory covered 
by the Congressional prohibition, and held him as 
a slave for a long time in each, was passing through 
the United States Circuit Court for the District of Mis- 
souri ; and both Nebraska bill and law suit were brought 
to a decision in the same month of May, 1854. The 
negro's name was " Dred Scott," which name now desig- 
nates the decision finally made in the case. Before the 
then next Presidential Election, the law case came to, 
and was argued in, the Supreme Court of the United 
States ; but the decision of it was deferred until after 
the election. Still, before the election, Senator Trum- 
bull, on the fioor of the Senate, requested the leading 
advocate of the Nebraska bill to state hin opinion 
whether the people of a Territory can constitutionally 
exclude Slavery from their limits : and the latter an- 
swers : *' That is a question for the supreme Court." 

The election came. Mr. Buchanan was elected, and the 
indorsement, such as It was, secured. That was the second 
point gained. The indorsement, however, fell short of 
a clear popular majority by nearly four hundred thou- 
sand votes, and so, perhaps, was not overwhelmingly 
reliable and satisfactory. The outgoing President, in 
his last annual message, as impressively as possible, 
echoed back upon the people the weight and authority 
of the indorsement. The Supreme Court met again ; 
did not announce their decision, but ordered a re-argu* 
ment. The Presidential inauguration came, and still no 
decision of the court ; but the incoming President in his 
inaugural address, fervently exhorted the people to 
abide by the forthcoming decision, whatever it might 
be. Then in a few days, came the decision. 

The reputed author of the Nebraska bill finds an 
early occasion to make as peech at this capital, indors- 
ing the Dred Scott decision, and vehemently denounc- 
ing all opposition to it. The new President, too, seizes 
the early occasion of the Silliman letter to indprse and 
strongly construe that decision, and to express his as- 
tonishment that any different view had ever been enter* 
tained ! 

At length a squabble springs up between the President 
and the author of the Nebraska bill, on the mere ques- 
tioh ot/aet, whether the Lecompton Constitution was or 
was not, in any Just sense, made by the people of Kan- 
sas ; and in that quarrel the latter declares that all he 
wants is a fair vote for the people, and that he cares not 
whether Slavery be voted doton or voted up. I do not 
understand his declaration that he cares not whether 
Slavery be voted down or voted up, to be intended by 
him other than as an apt definition of the policy he 
would impress upon the public mind— the principle for 
which he declares he has suffered so much, and is ready 
to suffer to the end. And well may he cling to that 
principle. If he has any parental feeling, well may he 
cling to it. That principle is the only shred left of his 
original Nebraska doctrine. Under the Dred Scott 
decision "squatter sovereignty" squatted out of ex- 
istence, tumbled down like temporary scaffolding — ^like 
the mold at the foundry served through one blast and 
fell back Into loose sand — ^helped to carry u^ election, 
and then was kicked to the winds. His late joint strug- 
gle with the Republicans, against the Lecompton Con- 
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stitation, involves nothing of the original Nebraska doc- 
trine. That struggle was made on a point— the right of 
a people to make their own constitution — upon which he 
und the Republicans have never differed. 

The several points of the Dred Scott decision, in con- 
nection with Senator Douglases *^ care not" policy, consti- 
tute the piece of machinery, in its present state of advance- 
ment. This was the third point gained. The working 
points of that machinery are : 

Firety That no negro iUave, imported as such firom Af- 
rica, and no descendant of such slave, can ever be a citi- 
■en of any State, in the sense of that term as used in the 
Constitution of the United States. This point is made in 
order to deprive the negro, in every possible event, of the 
benefit of that provision of the United States Constitution, 
which declares that ** The citizens of each State shall be 
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the 
several States." 

Secondly^ That " subject to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States," neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislature 
can exclude Slavery from any United States Territory. 
This point is made in order that indiyidual men may fill up 
the Territories with slaves, without danger of loshig them 
as property, and thus to enhance the chances of perma- 
nency to the institution through all the future. 

TMrdly^ That whether the holding a negro in actual 
slavery in a Free State, makes him Aree, as against the 
holder, the United. States courts wUl not decide, but will 
leave to be decided by the courts of any Slave State the 
negro may be forced into by the master. This point is 
made, not to be pressed immediately ; but, if acquiesced 
in for awhile, and apparently Indorsed by the people at an 
election, then to sustain the logical conclusion that what 
Dred Scott's master might lawfully do with Dred Scott, in 
the free State of Illinois, every other master may lawfully 
do with any other one, or one thousand slaves, in Illinois, 
or in any other Free State. 

Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it, 
the Nebraska doctrine, or what is left of it, is to educate 
and mold public opinion, at least Northern public opinion, 
not to care whether Slavery is voted down or voted np. 
This shows exactly where we now are ; and partially, also, 
whither we are tending. 

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back, 
and run the mind over the string of historical facts already 
stated. Several things will now appear less dark and mys- 
terious than they did when they were transpiring. The 
people were to be left " perfectly free," subject only to the 
Constitution. What the Constitution had to do with it, 
outsiders could not then see. Plainly enough now, it was 
an exactly fitted niche, for the Dred Scott decision to after- 
ward come in, and declare the perfect freedom of the peo- 
ple to be Just no freedom at all. Why was the amend- 
ment, expressly declaring the right of the people, voted 
down? Plainly enough now: the adoption of it would 
have spoiled the niche for the Dred Scott decision. Why 
was the court decision held up ? Why even a Senator's in- 
dividual opinion withheld, tUl after the Presidential elec- 
tion ? Plainly enough now : the speaking out then would 
have damaged the perfectly free argument upon which the 
elecdon was to be carried. Why the outgoing President's 
felicitation on the indorsment? Why the delay of a re- 
argument ? Why the incoming President's advance exhor- 
tation in favor of the decision ? These things look like the 
cautious patting and petting of a spirited horse prepara- 
tory to mounting him, when it is dreaded that he may give 
the rider a fall. And why the hasty after-indorsement of 
the decision by the President and others? 

We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adapta- 
tions are the result of preconcert. But when we see a lot 
of framed timbers, different portions of which we know 
have been gotten out at different times and places, and by 
different workmen — Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James, 
for instance — and when we see these timbers Joined to- 
gether, and see they exactly make the frame of a bouse or 
a mill, all the tenons and mortices exactly fitting, and all 
the lengths and proportions of the different pieces exactly 
adapted to their respective places, and not a piece too 
many or too few — not omitting even scaffoldinff-— or, if a 
single piece be lacking, we see the place in the frame ex- 
actly fitted and prepared yet to bring such piece in — ^in 
such a case, we find it impossible not to believe that Ste- 
phen and Franklin and Roger and James all understood 
one another from the beginning, and all worked upon a 
common plan or draft drawn up before the first blow was 
struck. 

It should not be overlooked that, by the Nebraska bill, 
the people of & State as well as a Territory, were to be 
left " perfectly free," " subject only to the Constitution." 
Why mention a State ? They were legislating for Territo- 
ries, and not for or about States. Certainly the people of 
a State are and ought to foe subject to the Cocutttution of 
thu United States ; but why Is mention of this lugged into | 



this merely Territorial law? Why are the people of a 
Territory and the people of a State therein lumped to- 
gether, and their relation to the Constitution therein 
treated as being precisely the same ? While the opinion 
of the court, by Chief Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott 
case, and the separate opinions of all the concurrlii^ 
Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of tlie 
United States neither permits Congress nor a Territorial 
Legislature to exclude Slavery from any United States Ter- 
ritory, they all omit to decliure whether or not the same 
Constitution permits a State, or the people of a State, to 
exclude it. Possibly, this is a mere omission ; but who 
can be quite sure, if McLean or Curtis had sought to get 
into the opinion a declaration of unlimited power in the 
people of a State to exclude Slavery from their limits, Just 
as Chase and Mace sought to get such declaration, in be- 
half of the people of a territory, into the Nebraska bill — I 
ask, who can be quite sure that it would not have been voted 
down in the one case as it had been in tlie other ? The 
nearest approach to the point of declaring the power of a 
State over Slavery, is made by Judge Nelson. He ap- 
proaches it more ttian once, using the precise idea, and 
almost the language, too, of the Nebraska act. On one 
occasion, his exact language is, " except in cases where 
the power is restrained by the Constitution of the United 
States, the law of the State is supreme over the subject of 
Slaveiy within its Jurisdiction." In what cases the power 
of the States is so restrained bv the United States Consti- 
tution, is left an open question, precisely as the same 
question, as to the restraint on the power of the Territo- 
ries, was left open in the Nebraska act. Put tUs and that 
together, and we have another nice little niche, which we 
may, ere long, see filled with another Supreme Court de- 
cision, declaring that Ihe Constitution of the United States 
does not permit a State to exclude Slaveiy from its limits. 
And this may especially be expected if the doctrine of 
" care not whether Slavery be voted down or voted up," 
shall gain upon Ihe public mind sufficiently to give pro- 
mise that such a decision can be maintained when made. 

Such a decision is all ttiat Slavery now lacks of being 
alike lawful In all the States. Welcome, or unwelcome, 
such deciedon is probably coming, and will soon be upon 
us, unless the power of the present political dynasty shall 
be met and overthrown. We shall lie down pleasantly 
dreaming that the people of Missouri are on the verge of 
making their State firee, and we shall awake to the reality 
instead, that the Supreme Court has made Illinois a EUave 
State. To meet and overthrow the power of that dynasty, 
is the work now before all those who would prevent that 
consummation. This Is what we have to do. How can 
we best do it? 

There are those who denounce us openly to their own 
friends, a ad yet whisper us softlv, that Senator Douglas is 
the aptest instrument there Is with which to effect that ob- 
ject. They wish us to infbr all, from the fact that he now 
has a little quarrel with the present head of the dynasty ; 
and that he has regularly voted with us on a single point, 
upon which he and we have never diffeied. They remind 
us that he is a great man, and that the largest of us are 
very small ones. Let this be granted. But '•'' a living dog 
is better than a dead lion.'* Judge Douglas, if not a dead 
lion, for this work. Is at least a caged and toothless one. 
How can he oppose the advances of Slavery ? He don't 
care anything about it. His avowed odssion is impressing 
the " public heart " to oare notMng about it. A leading 
Douglas Democratic newspaper thinks Douglas's superior 
talent will be needed to resist the revival of the African 
slave-trade. Docs Douglas believe an effort to revive that 
trade is approaching ? He has not said so. Does he really 
think BO ? But if it is, how can he resist it ? For years he 
has labored to prove it a sacred right of white men to take 
negro slaves into the new Territories. Can he possibly 
show that it Is less a sacred right to buy them where they 
can be bought cheapest? And unquestionably they can 
be bought cheaper in Africa than in Virginia. He has 
done all in his power to reduce the whole question of Sla- 
very to one of a mere right of property ; and as such, how 
can he oppose the foreign slave-trade — ^how can he refuse 
that trade in that ** property" shall be ** perfectly fk-ee "— 
unless he does it as a protection to the home production ? 
And as the home producers will probably not ask the pro- 
tection, he will be wholly without a ground of opposition. 

Senator Douglas holds, we know, that a man may right- 
fully be wiser to-day than he was yesterday — that he may 
rightfully change wtien he finds himself wrong. But can 
we, for that reason, run ahead, and infer that he will 
make any particular change, of which he, himself, has 
given no intiiQation ? Can we safely base our action upon 
any such vague inference? Now, as ever, I wish not to 
misrepresent Judge l)ouglas's position, question his 
motives, or do aught that can be personally offensive to 
him. Whenever, if ever, he and we can come together on 
principle so that our cause may have assistance from liis 
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great ability, I hope to have interposed no adrentitioas 
obstacle. But clearly, he is not now with us— he does not 
pretend to be— he does not promise ever to be. 

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conducted 
by, its own undoubted friends — those whose hands are 
free, whose hearts are in the work — who do cars for the 
result. Two years ago the Republicans of the nation 
mustered over thirteen hundred thousand strong. We 
did this unde^he single impulse oT resistance to a common 
dm ger, with every external circumstauce against us. Of 



strange, discordant, and eren hostile elements, we 
gathered from the four winds, and formed and fought the 
battle through, under the constant hot fire of a disciplined, 
proud and pampered enemy. Did we brave all them to 
falter now? — now, when that same enemy is wavering, 
dissevered and belligerent? The result is not doubtful. 
Wh shall not fail-^f we stand firm, we 9kaU noi fail. 
Wise counsels may accelerate, or mistakes delay it, bur, 
sooner or later, the victorv is sure to come. 
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At the second Joint Debate, between Mr. 
Douglas and Mr. Lincoln, at Freeport, Illinois, 
August 27th, 1858, Mr. Lincoln spoke as fol- 
lows: 

Ladibs iHD Gkrtluibv: On Saturday last. Judge 
Douglas and myself first met in public discussion. He 
spoke one hour, I an hour and a half, and he replied for 
half and hour. The order Is now reversed. I am to 
speak an hour, he an hour and a half, and then I am to 
reply for half an hour. I propose to devote myself during 
the first hour to the scope of what was brought within the 
range of his half-hour speech at Ottawa. Of course there 
was brought within the scope in that half-hour's speech 
something of his own opening speech. In the course of 
timt opening argument. Judge Douglas proposed to me 
seven distinct interrogatories. In my speech of an hour 
and a half, I attended to some other parts of his speech, 
and incidentally, as I thought, answered one of the in* 
terrogatories then. I then distinctly intimated to him 
tliat I would answer the rest of his interrogatories on 
condition only that he should agree to answer as many 
forme. He made no intimation at the time of the propo- 
sition, nor did he in his reply allude at all to that sugges- 
tion of mine. I do him no injustice in saying that he 
occupied at least half of his reply in dealing with me as 
tiiough I had refused to answer his interrogatories. I 
now propose that I will answer any of the interrogatories, 
npon condition that he will answer questions f^om me not 
exceeding the same number. I give him an opportunity 
to respond. The Judge remains silent. I now say that I 
will answer his interrogatories, whether he answers mine 
or not ; and that after I have done so, I shall propound 
mine to him. 

I have supposed myself, since the organisation of the 
Republican party at bloomington, In May, 1856, bound as 
a party man by the platforms of the party, then and since. 
If in any interrogatories which I shall answer I go t>eyond 
the scope of what is within these platforms, it will be per- 
ceived that no one is responsible but myself. 

Having said thus much, I will take up the Judge's in- 
terrogatories as I find them printed in the Chicago 7\m€8, 
and answer them seriatim. In order that there may be 
no mistake about it, I have copied the interrogatories in 
writing, and also my answers to them. The first of these 
Interrogatories is in these words : 

QmetHon 1. "I desire to know whether Lineoln U>-iay 
stands, as he did in 18M, in Ikvor of the unoondidonal repeal of 
thi'- Fugiiive Slave lawT' 

Anauer. I do not now. nor ever did, stand In flftvor of the 
unconditional repeal of the FugiUve Slave law. 

Q. 2. "I deshre htm to answer whether he stands pledged 
to-day, aa be did in 18M, against the admlaston ot any more 
tlare States into the Union, even If the people want them f" 

A. 1 do not now, or ever did, stand pledged against the ad- 
mission of any more Slare States Into uuS Union. 

Q. &. "I want to know whether he stands pledged against 
tho admission of a new State into the Union with rach a Con- 
stitution as the people of that State may aee fit to make V* 

A. I do not stand pledged against the admiseion of a new 
State into the Union, with such a Constitution as the people of 
that State may see fit to make. 

Q. 4. '* I want to know whether he stands to-day pledged 
to ihe aboli.iou of Slavery in the District of Columbia V' 
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A. I do not stand to-day pledged to the abolttkm of Slavery 
hi the District of Columbia. 

Q. 5. "I desire him to answer whether he stands pledged 
to the prohibition of the alave-trade between the different 
States?'^ 

A. I do not stand pledged to the prOhibltfon of the slave- 
trade between the different States. 

Q. 6. " I desire to know whether he stands pledged to pro- 
hibit Shivery in all the Territories of the United States, Horth 
as well as South of the Iflssouri Compromise line V* 

A. I am impliedly, if not expressly, pledged to a belief in 
the right and dmty of Congresa to prohibit Slavery in all the 
United States Territories. 

Q. 7' "I desire him to answer whether he is opposed to 
the acquisition of any new territory antes* Slavery is first pro- 
hibited therein?'' 

A. I am not generally opposed to honest acquisition of ter- 
ritory ; and. in any given case, I would or would not oppose 
such acquisition, accordingly as I might think such acquisition 
would or would not aggravate the Slavery question among 
ourselves. 

Now, my Mends, it will be perceived npon an examina- 
tion of these questions and answers, that so far I have 
only answered that I was not pledgsd to this, that or the 
other. The Judge has not framed his interrogatories to 
ask me anything more than this, and I have answered in 
strict accordance with the interrogatories, and have 
answered truly that 1 am not pledged at all upon any 
of the points to which I have answered. But I am not 
disposed to hang upon the exact form of his iuterrogatory. 
I am rather disposed to take np at least some of these 
questions, and state what I really think upon them. 

As to the first one, in regard to the Fugitive Slave Law, 
I have never hesitated to say, and I do not now hesitate 
to say, that I think, under the Constitution of the United 
States, the people of the Southern States are entitled to a 
Congressional fugitive Slave Law. Having said that, I 
have had nothing to say in regard to the existing Fugitive 
Slave Law, Airther than that I think it should have been 
framed so as to be free from some of the objections that 
pertain to it, without lessening its efficiency. And inas- 
much as we are not now In an agitation in regard to an 
alteration or modification of that law, I would not be the 
man to introduce it as a new subject of agitation upon 
the general question of Slavery. 

In regard to the other question, of whether I am 
pledged to the admission of any more Slave States into 
the Union, I state to you very frankly that I wotild be 
exceedingly sorry ever to be put in a position of having 
to pass upon that question. I should be exceedingly glad 
to know that there would never be another Slave State 
admitted into the Union ; but I must add, that if Slavery 
shall be kept out of the Territories during the territorial 
existence of any one given Territory, and then the 
people shall, having a fair opportunity and a clear field, 
when they come to adopt the Constitution, do such an 
extraordinary thing as adopt a Slave Constitution, unin- 
fluenced by the actual presence of the institution among 
them, I see no alternative, if we own the country, but 
to admit tiiem Into the Union. 

The third interrogatory is answered by the answer to the 
second, it being, as I conceive, the same as the second. 

The fourth one is in regard to the abolition of Slavery 
in the Diiitrict of Columbia. In relation to that, I have 
my mind very distinctly made up. I should be exceed- 
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iugly glad to see Slavery abolished in the District of 
ColumbiH. I believe that Congress possesses the consti- 
tutional power to abolish it. Yet, as a member of Con- 
gresSf I should not, with my present views, be in favor of 
endtcuforinff to abolish Slavery in ttie District of Co- 
lumbia, unless it would be upon these conditions : FirH^ 
that tlie abolition should be gradual. Second^ thai it 
sliould be on a vote of the majority of qualified voters in 
the District ; and Tkird, that compensation' should be 
made to unwilling owners. With these three conditions, I 
confess I would be exceedingly giad to see Congress 
abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia, and, in the 
language of U«nry Clay, " sweep from our Capital that 
foul bloc upon our nation.'* 

In regard to the fifth interrogatory, I must say here, 
that as to the question of the abulitiou of the slave-trade 
between the different States, 1 can truly answer, as I 
have, that I am pledged to nothing about it. It is a 
subject to which I iiave not given that mature considera- 
tion that would make me feel authorized to state a posi- 
tion so as to hold myself entirely bound by it. In other 
words, that question has never been prominently enough 
before me to induce me to investigate whether we really 
have the constitutional power to do it. I could investigate 
it if I had sufficient time, to bring myself to a conclusion 
upon that subject ; but I have not done so, and I say to 
frankly to you here, and to Judge Douglas. I must say, 
however, tttat if I should be of opinion that Congress 
does possess the constitution al_ pow er to abolish the 
slave-trade among the illffi i(iii( ^HII^t»jQiliiiiilil still not 
be in favor of tiie exercise of that powe^4|filess upon 
some conservative principle as I conceive it, akiT>'t>g i^liat 
I have said in relation to the abolition of Slavery in 
District of Columbia. 

My answer as to whether I desire that Slavery should 
be prohibited in all th(^ Territories of the United States, 
is full and explicit within itself, and cannot be made 
clearer by any comments of mine. So I suppose in 
regard to the question whether I am opposed to the acqui- 
sition of any more territory unless Slavery is first pro- 
hibited therein, my answer is such that I could add no- 
thing by way of Illustration, or making myself l>eiter under- 
stood, than the answer which I have placed in writing. 

Now in all this, the Judge has me, and he has me on 
the record. I suppose he had flattered himself that I was 
really entertaining one set of opinions for one place and 
auutiier set for another place — that I was afraid to say 
at one place what I uttered at another. What I am say- 
ing uere I suppose I say to a vast audience as strongly 
tending to Abolitionism as any audience in the State of 
Illinois, aud I believe I am saying that which, if it would 
be offensive to any persons and render them enemies to 
m^yself, would be offensive to persons In this audience. 

I now proceed to propound to the Judge the interroga- 
tories, so far as I have framed them, i will bring fur- 
ward a new installment when I get them ready. I will 
bring them forward now, only reaching to number four. 

The fir:>t one is : 

Question 1. If the people of Kansas shall, by meami en- 
tirely uQObjeotioaable in ail other respects, adopt a iState Con- 
siituiiou, and ask admission into the Union under it, before 
they have the requisite number of inhabitants according to the 
English bill— some ninety-three thousand— will you vote to 
admit them)* 

Q. 2. Can the people of a United States Territory, in any 
lawful way, against the wish of any citizen of the United 
States, exclude Slavery from its limits prior to the formation 
of a State Consdtuiiou f 

Q. 3. If the Supreme Court of the United States shall decide 
that Suites cannot exclude Slavery firom their limits, are you 
in favor of acquiescing in, adopting and following such de- 
cision as a rule of political action f 

Q. 4. Are you in favor of acquiring additional territory, in 
disregard of bow such acquisition may aifect the nation on the 
Slavery question f 

As introductory to these interrogatories which Judge 
Douglas propounded to me at Ottawa, he read a set of re- 
solutions which he said Judge Trumbull and myself had 
participated in adopting, in the first Republican State 
Convention, beld at Springfield, in October, 1854. He 
insisted that I ' and Judge Trumbull, and perhaps the 
entire Republican party, were responsible for the doc- 
trines contained in the set of resolutions which he read, 
.and I understand that it was from tiiatset of resolutions 
.that he deduced the interrogatories which he 'propounded 
to me, using these resolutions as a sort of authority for 
Q)ropounding those questions to me. Now I say here to- 
.day that I do not answer his interrogatories because of 
their springing at all from that set of resolutions which he 
'read. I answered them because Judge Douglas thought 
fiyt.to ask them. I do not now, nor never did, recognise 
any responsibility upon myself in that set of resolutions. 
When I replied to him on that occasion, I assured him 
that I never had anything to do with them. I repeat 
Jusre Jio-day, that I never, in any possible form, had aoy- 
tkiug to do with that set of resolutions. It turns out, I 



believe, that those resolutions were never passed in any 
Convention held in Springfield. It turns out that they 
were never passed at any Convention or any public 
meeting that I had any part in. I believe it turns out in 
addition to all this, that there was not, in the fall of ISM, 
any Convention holding a session at Springfield caliini( 
itself a Republican State Convention ; yet it is true there 
was a Convention, or assemblage of men^alling them- 
selves a Convention, at Springfield, that aid pass »<yme 
resolutions. But so little did I really kno\? of the pro- 
ceeding of that Convention, or what set of resolutiund 
they had passed, thouKii having a general knowledge 
tiiat there had been such an assemblage of men fliere, 
that when Judge Douglas read the resolutions, I really 
did not know but they had been the r&solutions passetl 
then and there. I did not question that they were the re- 
solutions adopted. For I could not bring myself to sup- 
pose that Judge Douglas could say what he did upon tliid 
subject without tnawinff that it was true. I contented 
myself, on that occasion, with denying, as I truly could, 
all connection with them, not denying or affirming 
whether they were passed at Springfield. Now it turns 
out that he had got h(>ld of some resolutions passed at 
some Convention or public meeting in Kane County. I 
wi:ih to say here, that I don't conceive tiiat in any fair 
and just mind this discovery relieves me at all. I had 
just as much to do with the Convention in Kane County 
as that at Springfield. I am just as much responsible for 
the resolutions at Kane County as those at Springfield, 
the amount of the responsibility being exactly nothing in 
eithtr case : no more than there would be in regard to a 
set of resolutions pase^ed in the moon. 
I allude to this extraordinary matter in this canvass 
some further purpose than anything yet advanced. 
JuJ^Douglaa did not make his statement upon that oc- 
casion'^s matters that he believed to be true, bat be 
stated tlii^ roundly as heinff true., in such form as to 
pledge his "veracity for their truth. When the whole 
matter turns oUt as ft does, and when we consider who 
Judge Douglas iT^^hat he is a distinguished Senator of 
tlie United Btates^^at he has served nearly twelve 
years as such — that hi^character is not at all limited as 

oK^he United States, but that his 
Id-wide renown— it is most toy 

sholljld BO far forget all the sugges- 
tious of justice to an adve«;gary, or of prudence to liim- 
self, as to venture upon the\a8sertlou of that which the 
slightest investigation would nave shown him to be wholly 
false. I can only account forvhis having done so upon 
the supposition that that evil f^mxa which has attended 
him through his life, giving to hUn an apparent astonish- 
ing prosperity, such as tn lead v«ry many good men to 
doubt there being any advantage in virtue over ▼»ce— 1 
say I can only account for it on ilie supposition that that 
evil genius ha» at last made up itsVind to forsake him. 

And I may add that another e^ctraordinary feature 
of the Judge's conduct in this canvai»— made more extra- 
ordinary by this incldeiir^is, that He is in the habit, m 
almost all the speeclies he makes, of '^barging falsehooa 
upon his adversaries, myself and aide's. I now asa 
whether he is able to find in anything pat J^^ge Trum- 
bull, for instance, has said, or in anyfcin? '** . Tn 
said, a jusUficatiou at all compared witflwhat we haTe.in 
this instance, for that sort of vulgarity.! 
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MR DOUGLAS' RE^^' 

Ladies ahd Gemtleubm : I am glad that al^O^.^ff^ 
brought Mr. Lincoln to the conclusion that hMf* ~rz^ r 
define his position on certain political question^ ^^^'Ino. 
called his attention at Ottawa. He there showed f^ °^^, 
sition, no inclination, to answer them. I did nofV^^l 
idle questions for him to answer merely for my 
tion. I laid the foundation for those interroga 
showing that they constituted the platform of t1 
whose nominee he is for the Senate. I did not 
that I had the right to catechise him as I saw prop^ 
I showed that his party, or a majority of it, stooc 
platform and were in favor of the proporitions u^ 
my questions were based. I desired simply 
inasmuch as he had been nominated as the first, 
only choice of his party, whether he concurred^ 
platform which that party had adopted for its 
ment. In a few moments I will proceed to review 
answers which he has given to these interrogatories ; 
in order to relieve his anxiety I will first respond to the 
which he has presented to me. Mark you, he has not pr 
sented interrogatories which have ever received the i 
tion of the party with which I am acting, and hence h( 
has no other foundation for them than his own curiosity. 

Virst, he desires to know if the people of Kansas shall 
form a Constitution by means entirely proper and unob- 
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Jectiouable and ask admission into the Union as a State, 
before they have the requisite population for a member 
of Congress, whether I will vote for that admission. Well 
now, I regret exceedingly that he did not answer that 
interrogatory himself before he put it to me, in order 
that we might understand, and not be left to infer on 
which side he is. Mr. Trumbull, during the last session of 
Congress, vot'»4 flroui the beginning to the end against the 
admission of Oregon, although a free State, because she 
had not the requisite population for a member of Con- 
gress. Mr. Ti'umbuU would not consent, under any cir- 
cumstances, to let a State, free or slave, come into the 
Union until it liad the requisite population. As Mr. 
Trumbull is in the field, fighting for Mr. Lincoln, I would 
like to have Mr. Lincoln answer his own question and tell 
me whether he is fighting Trumbull on that issue or not. 
But I will answer liis question. In reference to Kansas, 
it is my opinion, that as she has population enough to 
constitute a slave State, she has people enough for a Free 
State. I will not make Kansas an exceptionable case to 
the other States of the Union. I hold it to be a sound 
rule of universal application to requii-e a Territory to 
contain the requisite population for a member of Con- 
gress, before it is admitted as a State into the Union. I 
made that proposition in the Senate in lSo6, and I renew- 
ed it during the last session. In a bill providing that no 
Territory of the United States should form a Constitution 
and apply for admission until it had the requisite popu- 
lation. On another occasion I proposed that neither 
Kansas, or any other Territory, should be admitted until 
it had the requisite population. Congress did not adopt 
any of my propositions containing this general rule, but 
did make an exception of Kansas. I will starid by that 
exception. Either Kansas must come in as a Free State, 
with whatever population she may have, or the rule must 
be applied to all the other territories alike. I therefore 
answer at once, that it having been decided that Kansas 
has people enough for a Slave State, I hold thiCt she has 
enough for a Free State. 1^ hope Mr. Lincoln is satisfied 
with my answer; and now I would like to get his answer 
to his own interrogatory — whether or not he will vote to 
admit Kansas before she has the requisite population. 
I want to know whether he will vote to admit Oregon 
before that TeiTitory has the requisite population. Mr. 
Trumbull will not, and the same reason that commits Mr. 
Trumbull against the admission of Oregon, commits h'.m 
against Kansas, even if she should apply for adm.i^sion 
as a Free State. If there is any sincerity, any truth, in 
the argument of Mr. Trumbull in the Senate, against the 
admission of Oregon because slie had not 98,420 people, 
alihough her population was larger than that of Kansas, 
he stands pledged against the admission of both Oregon 
and Kansas until they have 98,420 inhabitants. 1 would 
like Mr. Lincoln to answer this question. I w^ould like 
him to take his own medicine. If he differs with Mr. 
Trumbull let him answer his argument against the admis- 
sion of Oregon, instead of poking questions at me. 

The next question propounded to me by Mr. Lincoln is, 
can the people of the Territory in any lawful way, against 
the wishes of any citizen of the United States, exclude 
Slavery from their limits prior to the formation of a State 
constitution ? I answer emphatically, as Mr. Lincoln has 
heard me answer a hundred times from every stump in 
Illinois, that in my opinion the people of a Territory can, 
by lawful means, exclude Slavei-y from their limits prior 
to the formation of a State constitution. Mr. Lincoln knew 
that I had answered that question over and over again. 
He heard me argue the Nebraska bill an that principle all 
over the State in 1854, in 1855, and in 1856 ; and he has no 
excuse for pretending to be in doubt as to my position on 
that question. It matters nob what way the Supreme 
Court may hereafter decide as to the abstract question 
whether Slavery may or may not go into a Territory un- 
der the Constitution ; the people have the lawful means to 
introduce It or exclude it as they please, for the reason 
that Slavery cannot exist a day or an hour aiurwhere, 
unless it la supported by local police regulations. Those 
police regulations can only be established by the local 
legislature ; and if the people are opposed to Slavery they 
will elect representatives to that body who will by un- 
friendly legislation effectually prevent the introduction of 
it into their midst. If, on the contrary, they are for it, 
their legislation will favor its extension. Hence, no mat- 
ter what the decision of the Supreme Court may be on 
that abstract question, still the right of the people to make 
a slave Territory or a free Territory is perfect and com- 
plete under the Nebraska bill. I hope Mr. Lincoln deems 
my answer satisfactory on that point. 

In ttiis connection, I will notice the charge which he has 
introduced in relation to Mr. Chasers amendment. I 
thought that I had chased that amendment out of Mr. 
Lincoln^s brain at Ottawa ; but it seems that still haunts 
his imagination, and he is not yet satisfied. I had sup- 



posed that he would be ashamed to press that quiBtion 
further. He is a lawyer, and has been a member of Con- 
gress, and has occupied his time and amused you by tell- 
ing you about parliamentary proceeding. He ought to 
have known better than to try to palm off his miserable 
impositions upon this intelligent audience. The Nebraska 
bill provided tliat the legislative power and authority of 
the said Territory should extend to all rightftil subjects of 
legislation, consistent with the organic act and the Consti- 
tution of the United States. It did not make any exception 
as to Slavery, but gave all the power that it was possible 
for Congress to give, without violating the Constitution, to 
the Territorial Legislature, with no exception or limitation 
on the subject of Slavery at all. The language of that bill 
which I have quoted, gave the full power and the full au- 
thority over the subject of Slavery, affirmatively and ne- 
gatively, to introduce it or exclude it, so far as the Constitu- 
tion of the United States would permit. What more could 
Mr. Chase give by his amendment ? Nothing. He offered 
his amendment for the identical purpose for which Mr. 
Lincoln is using it, to enable demagogues in the country 
to try and deceive the people. 

H& amendment was to this effect. It provided that the 
Legislature should have the power to exclude Slavery: 
and General Cass suggested, '* why not give the power to 
introduce as well as exclude ?" The answer was, they have 
the power already in the bill to do both. Chase yras afraid 
his amendment would be adopted if he put the alternative 
proposition and so make it fair both ways, but would not 
yield. He offered it for the purpose of having it rejected. 
He offered it, as he has himself avowed over and over 
again, simply to make capital out of it for the stump. He 
expected that it would be capital for small poiiticans in the 
country, and that they would make an effort to deceive the 
people with it ; and he was not mistaken, for Lincoln is 
caiTying out the plan admirably. ■ Lincoln knows that the 
Nebraska bill, without Chase's amendment, gave all the 
power which the Constitution would permit. Could Con- 
gress confer any more ? Could Congress go beyond the 
Constitution of the country ? We gave all a tall grant 
with no exception in regai-d to Slavery one way or the 
other. We left that question, as we left all others, to be de- 
cided by tJie people for themselves, just as they pleased. 
I will not occupy my time on this question. I have argued 
it before all over Illinois. I have argued it in this beauti- 
ful city of Freeport ; I have argued it in the North, the 
South* the East, and the West, avowing the same senti- 
ments and the same principles. I have not been afraid to 
avow my sentiments up here for fear I would be trotted 
down into Egypt. 

The third question which Mr. Lincoln presented is, if the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall decide that a State 
of this Union cannot exclude Slavery from its own limits, 
will I submit to it ? I am amazed that Lincoln should ask 
such a question. ("A school-boy knows better.") Yes, a 
school-boy does know better.) Mr. Lincoln^s object is to 
cast an imputation upon the Supreme Court. He knows 
that there never was but one man in America, claiming 
any degree of intelligence or decency, who ever for a mo- 
ment pretended such a thing. It is true that the Wash- 
ington Vhiofij in an article published on the 17th of last 
December, did put forth that doctrine^ and I denounced 
the article on the floor of the Senate, m a speech which 
Mr. Lincoln now pretends was agahist the President. 
Tlie Union had claimed that Slavery had a right to go in- 
to the free States, and that any provision in the Constitu- 
tion or laws of the Free States to the contrary were null 
and void. I denounced it in the Senate, as I said before, 
and I was the first man who did. Lincohi*8 friends, Trum- 
bull, and Seward, and Hale, and Wilson, and the whole 
Black Republican side of the Senate, were silent. They left 
it to me to denounce it. And what was the reply made to 
me on that occasion ? Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, got up and 
undertook to lecture me on the ground that I ought not to 
have deemed the article worthy of notice, and ought not 
to have replied to it ; that there was not one man, wo- 
man, or child south of the Potomac, in any Slave State, 
who did not repudiate any such pretension. Mr. Lincoln 
knows that that reply was made on the spot, and yet now 
he asks this question. He might as well ask me. Suppose 
Mr. lincoln should steal a horse, would I sanction it ; and 
it would be as genteel in me to ask him, in the eventrhe 
stole a horse, what ought to be done with him. He casts 
an imputation upon the Supreme Court of the United 
States, by supposmg that they would violate the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I tell hfan that such a thing ia 
not possible. It would be an act of moral treason that no 
man on on the bench could ever descend to. Mr. Lincoln 
himself, would never, in his partisan feelings, so far forget 
what was right as to be guilty of such an act. 

The fourth question of Mr. Lincoln Is, are you in favor 
of acquiring additional territory, in disregard as to how 
such acquisition may affect the Union on the Slavery 
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question ? This qaestlon la veiy ingeniously and cun- 
ningly put. 

Tlie Black Republican creed lays it down expressly, 
that under no circumstances shall we acquire any more 
territory unless Slarery is first prohibited in the country. 
I ask Mr. Lincoln whetha* le is in faror of that propor- 
tion. Are you (addressing Mr. Lincoln) opposed to the 
acqaisition of any more territory, ilnder any circnm- 
stances, unless Slavery is prohibited in it f That he does 
not like to answer. When I ask him whether he stands 
up to that article in the platform of his party, he turns, 
Yankee-fashion, and without answering it, asks me 
whether I am in faror of acquiring territory wiUiout re- 
ga d to how it may affect the Union on the Slavery ques- 
tion. I answer that whenever it becomes necessary, in 
our growth and progress, to acquire more territory, that 
I am in favor of it, without reference to the question of 
Slavery, and when we have acquired it, I wiU leave tiie 
people free to do as they please, either to make it slave 
or free teiritory, as they prefer. It is idle to tell me or 
you that we have territory enough. Our fathers sup- 
posed that we had enough when our territory extended 
to the MissUnippi River, but a few years' growth and ex- 
pansion satisfied them that we needed more, and the 
Louisiana territory, from the west branch of the Missis- 
sippi to the British possessions, was acquired. Then we 
acquired Oregon, then California and New Mexico. We 
have enough now for the present, but this is a young 
and a growing nation. It swarms as often as a hive of 
bees, and as new swarms are turned out each year, there 
must be hives in which they can gather and make their 
honey. In less than fifteen years, if the same progress 
that has distinguished this country for the last fifteen 
years continues, every foot of vacant land between this 
and the Pacific Ocean, owned by the United States, will 
be occupied. Will you not continue to increase at the 
end of fifteen years as well as now ? I tell you, increase, 
and multiply, and expand, is the law of this nation's ex- 
istence. You cannot limit this great Republic, by mere 
boundary lines, saying, *■'' thus far shalt tl^ou go, and no 
further.'* Any one of you gentlemen might as well say 
to a son twelve years old that he is big enough, and 
must not grow any larger, and in order to prevent his 
growth put a hoop around him to keep him to his pre- 
sent size. What would be the result ? Either the hoop 



xtnst burst and be rent asunder, or the child must d!<i. 
So it would t4& with this great nation. With our natural 
iurnrease, growing with a rapidity unknown in any other 
part of the globe, with the tide of emigration that is flee- 
ing firom despotism in the old world to seek, refuge in 
our own, there is a constant torrent pouring into this 
country that requires more land, more territory upon 
which to settle, and Just as fast as our interests and our 
destiny require additional territory in the North, in the 
South, or on the Islands of the ocean, 1 am for it, and 
when we acquire it, will leave the people, according to 
the Nebraska bill, tree to do as they please on the sub- 
ject of Slavery and every other question. 

I trust now that Mr. Lincoln will deem himself an- 
swered on his four points. He racked his brain so much 
in devising these four questions that he exhausted him- 
self, and had not strength enough to invent the others. 
As soon as he is able to hold a council with his advisers, 
Lovcjoy, Famsworth, and Fred Douglass, he will frame 
and propound others. (" Good, good.") You Black 
Republicans who say good, I have no doubt think that 
they are all good men. I have reason to recollect that 
some people in this country think that Fred Douglass la 
a very good man. The last time I came here to make a 
speech, while talking from the stand to you, people of 
Freeport, as I am doing to-day, I saw a carriage, and a 
magnificent one it was, drive up and take a position on 
the outside of the crowd ; a beautiftil young lady was 
sitting on the box-seat, whilst Fred Douglass and her 
mother reclined insidej and the owner of the carriage 
acted as driver. I saw this in your own town. (^^ What 
of it f ") All I have to say of it is this, that if you. Black 
RepubUcans, think that the negro ought to be on a social 
equality with your wives and daughters, and ride in a 
carriage with your wife, whilst you drive the team, you 
have perfect right to do so. I am told that one of Fred 
Douglass's kinsmen, another rich black negro, Is now 
traveling In this part of the State making speeches for 
his friend Lincoln as the champion of black men. 
(" What have you to say against it ?*') All I have to say 
on that subject is, that those of you who believe that the 
negro is your equal and ought to be on an equality with 
you socially, politically, and legally, have a right to en- 
tertain those opinions, and of course will vote for Mr. 
Lincoln. 
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POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY IN THE TERRITORIES. 

BY STEPHEN A. DOUGLAS. 



From Harper*8 Magaziney 1869. 



UNnsR our complex system of government it is the first 
duty of American statesmen to mark distinctly the divi- 
ding line between Federal and Local Authority. To do 
this with accuracy involves an inquiry, not only Into the 
powers and duties of the Federal Government under the 
Constitution, but also into the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of the people of the Territories, as well as of 
the States composing the Union. The relative powers 
and functions of the Federal and State governments have 
become well understood and clearly defined by their 
practical operation and harmonious action for a long 
series of years ; while the disputed question— involving 
the right of the people of the Territories to govern them- 
selves in respect to their local affairs and internal poUiy— 
remains a fruitful source of partisan strife and sectional 
controversy. The political organization which was formed 
in 1854, and has assumed the name of the Republican 
Party, is based on the theory, that African Slavery, as it 
exists in this country, is an evil of such magnitude — 
social, moral, and political— -as to Justify and require the 
exertion of the entire power and influence of the Fede- 
ral' Government to the full extent that the Constitution, 
according to their interpretation, wilt permit for its ulti- 
mate extinction. In the platform of principles adopted 
at Philadelphia by the Republican National Convention 
in 1856, it is affirmed : 

"That the Constitution confers upon Congress sovereign 
power over the Territories of the United States for their gov- 
ernment, and that in the exercise of this power it is both the 
right and the duty of Congress to prohibit in the Territories 
those twin relics of barbarism, polygamy and Slavery." 

According to the theory of the Republican party there 
is an irrepressible conflict between Freedom and Slavery, 



free labor and slave labor. Free States and Slave States, 
which is irreconcilable, and must continue to rage with 
increasing fury until the one shall become universal by 
the annihilation of the other. In the language of the most 
eminent and authoritative expounder of their political 
faith, 

" It is an Irrepressible conflict between opposing and endur- 
ing forces ; and it means tliat the United States must and will, 
sooner or later, become either entirely a slave holding nation 
or entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice 
fields of South Carolina, and the sugar plantations of Louisiana 
will ultimately be tilled by free Isbor, and Charleston and 
New-Orleans become marts for legitimate merchandise alone, 
or else the rye fields and wheat fields of Massachusetts and 
New-York must again be surrendered by their farmers to 
slave culture and to the production of slaves, and Boston and 
New- York become once more markets for trade in the bodies 
and souls of men." 

In the Illinois canvass of 1858 the same proposition 
was advocated and defended by the distinguished Repub- 
lican standard-bearer in these words : 

" In my opinion it (the Slavery agitation) will not cease until 
a crisis shall have been reached and passed. * A House divided 
against itself cannot stand.' I believe tills government can- 
not endure permanently half slave and half tree. I do not 
expect the House to fkll, but I do expect it will cease to be 
divided. It will become all one thing or all the other. Either 
the opponents of Slavery will arrest the further spread of it, 
and place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief that 
it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its advocates will 
push forward till it shall become alike lawful in all the States 
—old as well as new, North as well as South." 

Thus it will be seen, that under the auspices of a po- 
litical party, which claims sovereignty in Congress over 
the subject of Slavery, there can be no peace on the 
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Slavery question — no truce in the sectional strife — ^no fra- 
ternity between the North and South, so long as this Union 
remains as our fathers made it — divided into tree and 
slave States, with the right on the part of each to retain 
Slavery so long as it chooses, and to abolish it whenever 
it pleases. 

On the other hand, it would be uncandid to deny that, 
while the Democratic party is a unit in its irreconcilable 
opposition to the doctiines and principles of the Repub- 
lican party, there are radical differences of opinion in 
respect to the powe. s and duties of Congress, and the 
rights and immunities of the people of the Te.ritories 
under the Federal Constitution, which seriously dstuib 
its harmony and threaten its integrity. These differen- 
ces of opinion arise from the diil'erent Ipterpretations 
placed on the Constitution by persons who belong to one 
of the following classes : 

First. — Those who believe that the Constitution of the 
United States neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery in 
tlte States or Territories beyond the power of the people 
legally to control it, but '' leaves the people thereof per- 
fecUy free to form and regulate their domestic institutions 
in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the 
UniUd States." ' 

iSseonc^.— Those who believe that the Constitution es- 
tabUshee Slavery in the Territories, and withholds from 
Congress and the Territorial Legislature the power to 
control it ; and who insist that, in the event the Territo- 
rial Leg^lature fails to enact the requisite laws for its 
protection, it becomes the imperative duty of Congress 
to interpose its authority and furnish such protection. 

Third.— Thow who, while professing to believe that 
the Constitution establishes Slavery in the Territories be- 
yond the power of Congress or the Territorial Legisla- 
ture to control it, at the same time protest against the 
duty of Congress to interfere for its protection ; but 
insist that it is the duty of the Judiciary to protect and 
maintain slavery in the Territories without any law upon 
the subject. 

By a careful examination of the second and third pro- 
positions, it will be seen that the advocates of each agree 
on the theoretical question, that the Constitution estab- 
li^es Slavery in the Territories, and compels them to 
have it whether they want it or not ; and differ on the 
practical point, whether a right secured by the Constitu- 
tion shall be protected by an act of Congress when all 
other remedies fail. The reason assigned for not pro- 
tecting by law a right secured by the Constitution is, that 
it is the duty of the Courts to protect Slavery in the Ter- 
ritories without any legislation upon the subject. How 
the Courts are to afford protection to sUves or any other 
property, where there is 410 law providing remedies and 
Imposing penalties and conferring jurisdiction upon the 
courts to hear and determine the cases as they arise, re- 
mains to be explained 

The acts of Congress, establishing the several Territo- 
ries of the United States, provide that : " The jurisdiction 
of the several Courts herein provided for, both appellate 
and original, and that of the Probate Courts and Justices 
of the Peace shall be limited by law" — meaning such laws 
as the Territorial Legislatures shall from time to time 
enact. It will be seen that the judicial tribunals of the 
Territories have just such jurisdiction, and only such, in 
respect to the rights of persons and property pertaining 
to the citizens of the Territory as the Territorial Legisla- 
ture shall see fit to confer ; and consequently, that the 
Courts can afford protection to persons and property no 
further than the Legislature shall, by law, confer the 
jurisdiction, and prescribe the remedies, penalties, and 
modes of proceeding. 

It is difficult to conceive how any person who believes 
that the Constitution confers the right of protection in 
the enjoyment of slave property in the Territories, regard- 
less of the wishes of the people and of the action of the 
Territorial Legislature, can satisfy l;iis conscience and 
hlB oath of fidelity to the Constitution in withholding such 
Congressional legislation as may be essential to the en- 
joyment of such right under the Constitution. Under 
this view of the subject it is impossible to resist the con- 
clusion that, if the Constitution does establish Slavery in 
the Territories, beyond the power of the people to con- 
trol it by law, it is the imperative duty of Congress to 
supply all the legislation necewary to its protection ; and 
if this proposition is not true, it necessarily results that 
the Constitution neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery 
anywhere, but leaves the people of each State and Terri- 
tory entirely flree to form and regulate their domestic 
affairs to suit themselves, without the intervention of 
Congress or any other power whatsoever. 

But it is urged with great plausibility by those who have 
entire faith in the soundness of the proposition, that " a 
Tenltory is the mere creature of Congress ; that the crea- 
ture cannot be clothed with any powers not possessed by 



the creator : and that Congress, not possessing the power 
to legislate in respect to African Slaveir in the Territories, 
cannot delegate to a Territorial Legislature, any power 
which it does not itself possess." 

This proposition is as plausible as it is fallacious. But 
the reverse of it is true as a general rule. Congress can- 
not delegate to a Territorial Legislature, or to any other 
body of men whatsoever, any power which the Constitu- 
tion has vested In Congress. In other words : Hvery 
potDsr conj'en'ed on Congress ly ths ConUiiutiin 
must b6 eoe&rcised hy Congress in ths mode prescribed 
in the Constitution. 

Let us test the correctness of thb proposition by refer- 
ence to the powers of Congress as de^ed in the Constitu- 
tion: 



** The Congress shall have power— 

** To lay and collect taxt-s, duties, imposts, and excises," 
etc ; 
" To borrow money on «he credit of the United States ;" 
" To regulate commerce and foreign nations," etc. ; 
** To establish a uniform rule of naturalizaUon," etc. ; 
•' To coin money, and regulaie the value thereof;" 
" To establish poslofficfe and post-roads ;" 
•• To constitute tribunals lufenor io the Supreme Court ;»♦ 
" To declare war," etc. ; 
** To provide and maintain a navy." 

This list might be extended so ns to embrace all the 
power conferred on Congress by the Constitution; but 
enough has been cited to test the principle. Will it be 
contended that Congress can delegate any one of these 
powers to a Territorial Legislature, or to any tribunal 
whatever? Can Congress delegate to Kansas the power 
to " regulate commerce," or to Nebraska the power " to 
establish uniform rtiles of naturalization," or to Illinois the 
power " to coin money and regulate the value thereof," 
or to Virginia the power " to establish post-offices and 
post-roads ?" 

The mere statement of the question carries with it the 
emphatic answer, that Congress cannot delegate any 
power which it does not possess ; but that every power con- 
ferred on Congress by the Constitution must be exercised 
by Congress in the manner prescribed in that instruunent. 

On the other hand, there are cases in which Congress 
may establish tribunals and local governments, and invest 
them with powers which Congress does not possess, and 
cannot exercise under the Constitution. For instance. 
Congress may establish courts inferior to the Supreme 
Court, and confer upon them the power to hear and tlc- 
terniine cases, and render judgments affecting the life, 
liberty, and property of the citizen, without Itself having 
the power to hear and determine such causes, render 
judgments, or revise or annul the same. In like manner 
Congress may institute governments for the Territories, 
composed of an executive, judicial, and legisladve depart- 
ment ; and may confer upon the Governor all the execu- 
tive powers and functions of the Territory, without having 
the right to exercise any one of those powers or functions 
itself. 

Congress may confer upon the Judicial department all 
the judicial powers and ftmctions of the Territory, without 
having the right to hear and determine a cause, or render 
a judgment, or to revise or annul any decision made by 
the courts so established by Congress. Congress may also 
confer upon the legislative department of the Territory 
certain legislative powers which it can not itself exercise, 
and only such as Congress cannot exercise under the 
Constitution. The powers which Congress may thus coTh- 
fer^ but cannot «B«rci««, are such as relate to the do- 
mestic affairs and internal polity of the Territory, and do 
not affect the general welfare of the Republic. 

This dividing line between Federal and Local authoritv 
was familiar to the framers of the Constitution. It u 
clearly defined and distinctly marked on every page of his- 
tory which records the great events of that inmiortal 
struggle between the American Colonies and the British 
Government, which resulted in the establishment of our 
national independence. In the beginning of that strug- 
gle the Colonies neither contemplated nor desired inde- 
pendence. In all their addresses to the Crown, and to the 
Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain, as well as 
to the people of America, they averred that as loyal British 
subjects they deplored the causes which impelled their se- 
paration from the parent cotmtry. They were strongly 
and affectionately attached to the Constitution, civil and 
political faistitutions and jurisprudence of Great Britain, 
which they proudly claimed as the birthright of all English- 
men ; and desired to transmit them unimpaired as a pre- 
cious legacy to their posterity. For a long series of years 
they remonstrated against the violation of thehr inalien- 
able rights of self-government under the British Constitu- 
tion, and hmnbly petitioned for the redress of theh- griev- 
ances. 

They acknowledged and affirmed their allegiance to 
the Crown, their affection for the people, and their devo- 
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tion to the Constitution of Great Britain ; and their only- 
complaint was that they were not permitted to enjoy the 
rights and privileges of self-government, in the manage- 
ment of their internal affairs and domestic concerns, in ac- 
cordance with the guaranties of that Constitution and of the 
colonial charters granted by the Crown in pursuance of it. 
They conceded the right of the Imperial Government to 
make all laws and perform all acts concerning the Colo- 
nies, which were in their nature Imperial and not Colo- 
nial — which affected the general welfare of the Empire, 
and did not interfere with the *' internal polity" of the 
Colonies. They recognized the right of the Imperial Go- 
vernment to declare war and make peace ; to coin money 
and determine its value ; to make treaties and conduct in- 
tercourse with foreign nations ; to regulate commerce be- 
tween the several colonies, and between each colony and 
the parent country, and with foreign countries; and in 
general they recognized the right of the Imperial Govern- 
ment of Great Britain to exercise all the powers and au- 
thority which, under our Federal Constitution, are dele- 
gated by the people of the several States to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Recognizing and conceding to the Imperial Government 
all these powers, including the right to itistitute govern- 
mentufor the colonies, by granting charters under which 
the inhabitants residing within the limits of any specified 
territory might be organized into a political community, 
with a government consisting of its appropriate depart- 
ments, executive, legislative, and judidal; conceding all 
these powers, the Colonies emphatically denied that the 
Imperial Government had any rightful authority to impose 
taxes upon them without their consent, or to interfere 
with their internal polity : claiming that it was the birth- 
right of all Englishmen — inalienable when formed into a 
political community — to exercise and eojoj all the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of self-government in respect to 
all matters and things which were local and not general 
— ^internal and not external— colonial and not imperial — 
as fully as if they were inhabitants of England, with a fair 
representation in Parliament. 

Thus it appears that our fathers of the Revolution were 
contending, not for independence in the first instance, but 
for the inestimable right of local self-government under 
the British Constitution ; the right of every distinct political 
community — dependent colonies, territories, provinces, 
as well as sovereign States — ^to make their own local laws, 
form their own domestic institutions, and manage their 
own internal affairs in their own way, subject only to the 
Constitution of Great Britiun as the paramount law of the 
empire. 

The government of Great Britidn had violated this ina- 
lienable right of local self-government by a long series of 
acts on a great variety of subjects. The first serious point 
of controversy arose on the Slavery question as early as 
1699, which continued a ftxdtful source of irritation until 
the Revolution, and formed one of the causes for the sepa- 
ration of the Colonies from the British crown. 

For more than forty years the provincial legislature of 
Virginia had passed laws for the protection and encourage- 
ment of African Slavery within her limits. This policy 
was steadily pursued until the white inhabitants of Virgi- 
nia became alarmed for their own safety, in view of the 
numerous and formidable tribes of Indian savages which 
surrounded and threatened the feeble white settlements, 
while ship-loads of African savages were being daily landed 
in their midst. In order to check and restrain a policy 
which seemed to threaten the very existence of the colony, 
the provincial legislature enacted a law imposing a tax 
upon every slave who should be brought into Virginia. 
The British merchants, who were engaged in the African 
slave-trade, regarding this legislation as injurious to their 
interests and in violation of their rights, petitioned the 
King of England and his majesty's ministers to annul the 
obnoxioas law, and protect them in their right to carry 
their slaves into Virginia and all other British colonies 
which were the common property of the empire — ac- 
quired by the common blood and common treasure — and 
from which a few adventurers, who had settled on the im- 
perial domain by his majesty's sufferance, had no right to 
exclude them, or discriminate against their property by a 
mere provincial enactment. Upon a full consideration of 
the subject, the king graciously granted the prayer of the 
petitioners ; and accordingly issued peremptory orders to 
the royal governor of Virginia, and to the governors of all 
the other British colonies in America, forbidding them to 
sign or approve any colonial or provincial enactment inju- 
rious to the African slav^-trade, unless such enactment 
should contain a clause suspending its operation until his 
majesty's pleasure should be made known in the premises. 

Judge Tucker, in his Appendix to Blaokstone, refers to 
thirty-one acts of the provincial legislature of Virginia, 
passed at various periods from 1662 to 1772, upon ihe sub- 
ject of African Slavery, showing conclusively th^t Virginia 



always considered this as one of the questions affecting 
her "internal polity," over which she, in common wit£ 
the other colonies, claimed " the right of exclusive legisla- 
tion in their provincial legislatures " within their respec- 
tive limits. Some of these acts, particularly those which 
were enacted prior to the year 1699, were evidently in- 
tended to foster and encourage, as well as to regulate and 
control, African Slavery, as one of the domestic institutiona 
of the colony. The act of 1699, and most of the enact- 
ments subsequent to that date, were as obviously designed 
to restrain and check the growth of the institution, with 
the view of confining it within the limit of the actual neces* 
sities of the community, or its ultimate extinction, as 
might be deemed most conducive to the public interests, 
by a system of unfriendly legislation, such as imposing a 
tax on all slaves introduced into the colony, which was 
increased and renewed from time to time, as occasion re> 
quired, until the period of the Revolution. Many of these 
acts never took effect, in consequence of the king with- 
holding his assent, even after the governor had approved 
the enactment, in cases where it contained a clause sus- 
pending its operation until his majesty's pleasure should 
be made known in the premises. 

In 1772, the provincial legislature of Virginia, after im- 
posing another tax of five per cent, on all slaves imported 
into the colony, petitioned the king to remove all those 
restraints which inhibited his majesty's governors assent- 
ing to such laws as might check so very pernicious a com- 
merce as Slavery. Of this petition Judge Tucker says : 

"The following extract from a petition to the Throne, pre- 
sented from the House of Burgesses of Virginia, April 1st, 
1772, will show the sense of the people of Virginia on the sub- 
ject of blavery at that period : 

'* ' The importation of slaves Into the colony from the coast 
of Africa hatn long been considered as a trade of great inhu- 
manity ; and under its present encouragement we have too 
much reason to f'.ar will endanger the very existence of your 
Majesty's American dominions.' " 

Mark the ominous words I Virginia tells the king of 
England in 1772, four years prior to the Declaration of 
Independence, that hUi Majesty's American dominions 
are ih danger : not because of the Stamp duties — not 
because of the tax on tea — not because of his attempts 
to collect revenue in America I These have since been 
deemed sufficient to Justify rebellion and revolution. 
But none of these are referred to by Virginia in her 
address to the Throne — ^there being another wrong which 
in magnitude and enormity, so far exceeded these and 
all other causes of complaint, that the very existence of 
his Majesty's American dominions depended upon it ! 
That wrong consisted in forcing African Slavery upon a 
dependent colony without her consent, and in opposition 
to the wishes of her own people*! 

The people of Virginia at that day did not appreciate 
the force of the argument used by the British merchants, 
who were engaged in the African slave-trade, and which 
was afterward indorsed, at least by implication, by the 
king and his ministers ; that the Colonies were the com- 
mon property of the empire— acquired by the common 
blood and treasure — and therefore all British subjects had 
the right to carry their slaves into the colonies,- and hold 
them in defiance of the local law and in contempt of the 
wishes and safety of the Colonies. 

The people of Virginia not being convinced by this 
process of reasoning, still adhered to the doctrine which 
they held in common with their sister colonies, that it 
was the birthright of all freemen — inalienable when 
formed into political communities — to exercise exclusive 
legislation in respect to all matters pertaining to their 
internal polity — Slavery not excepted ; and rather than 
surrender this great right, they were prepared to with- 
draw their allegiance from the crown. 

Again referring to this petition to the Idng, the same 
learned judge adds : 

" This petition produced no effect, as appears from the first 
clause of our (Virginia) Constitution, where, among other 
acts of misrule, the inhuman use of the royal negative in 
refusing us (the people of Virginia) permission to exclude 
Slavery from us by law, is enumerated among the reasons 
or separating from Great Britain." 

This clause in the Constitution of Virginia, referring to 
the inhuman use of the royal negative, in refusing the 
Colony of Virginia permission to exclude Slavery from her 
limits by law, as one of the reasons for separating from 
Great Britain, was adopted on the 12th day of June, 
1776, three weeks and one day previous to the Declara- 
tion of Independence by the Continental Congress ; and 
after remaining in force as a part of the Constitution 
for a period of fifty-four years, was re-adopted, without 
alteration, by the Convention which framed (he new 
Constitution in 1880, and then ratified by the people as a 
part of the new Constitution ; and was again re-adopted 
by the Convention which amended the Constitution in 
1S60, and again ratified br the people as a part of th« 
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amended Constitution, and at this day rematns a portion 
of the fundamental law of Virginia — prociainiing to tlie 
worid and to posterity that one of the reasons for separa- 
ting from Great Britain was " the inhuman use of the 
royal negative in refusing us (the Colony of Virginia) 
permission to exclude Slavery from us by law !" 

The legislation of Virginia on this subject may betaken 
as a fair sample of the legislative enactments of each'of 
the thirteen Colonies, showing conclusively that slavery 
was legarded by them all as a domestic question to be 
regarded and determined by each colony to suit itself, 
without the intervention of the British Parliament or 
*' the inhuman use of the royal negative." Each colony 
pussed a series of enactments, beginning at an early 
period of its history and running down to the commence- 
ment of the Revolution, either protecting, regulating, or 
restraining African Slavery within its respective limits, 
and in accordance with their wishes and supposed 
interests. North and South Carolina, following the ex- 
ample of Virginia, at first encouraged the introduction 
of slaves, until the number increased beyond their wants 
and necessities, when they attempted to check and 
restrain the further growth of the institution, by imposing 
a high rate of taxation upon all slaves which should be 
brought into those colonies ; and finally, in 1764, South 
Carolina passed a law imposing a penalty of one hundred 
pounds (or five hundred dollars) for every negro slave 
subsequently introduced into that colony. 

The colony of Georgia was originally founded on strict 
anti-slavery principles, and rigidly maintained this policy 
for a series of years, until the inhabitants became con- 
vinced by experience that, with their climate and produc- 
tions, slave labor, if not essential to their existence, would 
prove beneficial and useful to their material interests. 
Maryland and Delaware protected and regulated African 
Slavery as one of their domestic institutions. Pennsylva- 
nia, under the advice of William Penn, substituted fourteen 
years' service and perpetual adscript to the soil for here- 
ditary Slavery, and attempted to legislate, not for the total 
abolition of Slavery, but for the sanctity of marriage 
among slaves, and for their personal security. New-Jer- 
sey, New-York, and Connecticut recognized African Slavery, 
as a domestic institution lawfully existing within their re- 
spective limits, and passed the requisite laws for its con- 
trol and regulation. 

Rhode Island provided bylaw that no slave should serve 
more than ten years, at the end of which time he was to 
be set free ; and if the master should refuse to let him go 
free, or sold him elsewhere for a longer period of service, 
he was subject to a penalty of forty pounds, which was 
supposed at that period to be nearly doable the value of 
the slave. 

Massachusetts imposed heavy taxes upon all slares 
brought into the colony, and provided in some Instances 
for sending the slaves back to their native land ; and finally 
prohibited the introduction of any more slaves into the 
colony under any circtunstances. 

When New-Hampshire passed laws which were designed 
to prevent the introduction of any more slaves, the British 
Cabinet i£»ued the following order to Governor Wentworth : 
*' You are not to give your assent to, or pass any law im- 
posing duties upon negroes Imported into New-Hamp- 
shire." 

While the legislation of the several colonies exhibits 
dissimilarity of views, foimded on a diversity of interests, 
on the merits and policy of Slavery, it shows conclusively 
tliat they all regarded it as a domestic question affecting 
their Internal polity In respect to which they were entitled 
to a full and exclusive power of legislation in the several 
provincial legislatures. For a few years immediately pre- 
ceding the American Revolution, the African slave-trade 
was encouraged and stimulated by the British Government, 
and carried on with more vigor by the English merchants, 
than at any other period in the history of the Colonies ; 
and this fact, talcen in connection with the extraordinary 
claim asserted in the memorable preamble to the act re- 
pealing the stamp duties, that " Parliament possessed the 
right to bind the Colonies In all cases whatever," not only 
in respect to all matters affecting the general welfare of 
the empire, but also in regard to the domestic relations 
and internal polity of the Coloides — ^produced a powerful 
impression upon the minds of the colonists, and Lnparted 
peculiar prominence to the principle Involved In the con- 
troversy. 

Hence the enactments by the several colonial leglsla-' 
tures calculated and designed to restrain and prevent the 
increase of slaves; and, on the other hand, the orders 
Issued by the Crown, instructing the colonial governors 
not to sign or permit any legislative enactment prejudicial 
or injurious to the African slave-trade, unless sucli enact- 
ment should contain a clause suspending its operation 
until the royal pleasure should be made known In the 
prtniises ; or, in otlier words, until the king should have an 



opportunity of annulling the acts of the colonial le^.'lsla- 
tures by the "inhuman use of the royal negative." 

Thus the policy of the Colonies on tlie Slavery quci-'ion 
had assumed a direct antagonism to that of the Biiti^^b 
Government ; and this antagonism not only added to the 
importance of tlie principle of local self-government in the 
Colonies, but produced a general Concurrence of opinion 
and action In respect to the question of Slavery in the 
proceedings of the Continental Congress, which assembled 
at Philadelphia for the first time on tlie 5th of September, 
1774. 

On the 14th of October the Congress adopted a Bill of 
Rights for the Colonies, in the form of a series of resolu- 
tions, in which, after conceding to the British Government 
the power to regulate commerce and do such other things 
as affected the general welfare of the empire, without in- 
terfering with the Internal polity of the Colonies, they de- 
clared *^ That they are entitled to a free and exclusive 
power in their several provincial legislatures, where their 
right of representation can alone be preser\'ed in all cases 
of taxation and internal polity." Having thus defined the 
principle for which they were contending, the Congress 
proceeded to adopt the following '* Peaceful Measures." 
which they still hoped would be sufficient to induce com- 
pliance with their just and reasonable demands. These 
" Peaceful Measures " consisted of addresses to the king, 
to the Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain, 
together with an association of non-intercourse to be ob- 
served and maintained so long as their grievances should 
remain unredressed. 

The second article of this association, which was adopted 
without opposition, and signed by the delegates from all 
the Colonies, was in these words : 

" That we will neither import nor purchase any slave im- 
ported after the first day of December next ; after which tinin 
we will wholly dlscontmue the slave-trade, and will ueiihrr 
be concerned in it ourselves, nor will we hire oiu* v« rhAh, 
nor sell our conunodiiies or manufJEU^tures to thoue who are 
engaged in it " 

This Bill of Rights, together with these articles of afiso- 
ciation, were subsequently submitted to and adopted 
by each of the thirteen Colonies in their respective pro- 
vincial Legialatures. 

Thus was distinctly formed between the Colonies and 
the parent country that Issue upon which the Decla- 
ration of Independence was founded, and the battles of 
the Revolution were fought. It involved the specific 
claim on the part of the Colonies — denied by the King 
and Parliament — to the exclusive right of legislation 
touching all local and internal concerns, Sla/V6i-y 
included. This being the principle involved in the 
contest, a majority of the Colonists refused to per- 
mit their delegates to sign the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence except upon the distinct condition ^nd ex- 
press reservation to each colony of the exclusive right 
to manage and control its local concerns and police re- 
gulations without Uie Intervention of any general Con- 
gress which might be established for the United Colonies. 

Let us cite one of these reservations as a specimen of 
all, showing conclusively that they were fighting for tHe 
inalienable right of local self-government, with the clear 
understanding that when they had succeeded in throw- 
ing off the despotism of the British Parliament, no Con- 
gressional despotism was to be substituted for it : 

" We, the Delegates of Maryland, in Convention assembled, 
do declare that the King of Great Briialn has violated hia 
compact with this people, and that they owe no allegiance to 
him. We have therefore thought It just and necessary to em- 
power our Deputies in Congress to join with a majority of 
the United Colonies in declaring them firee and independent 
States, in firaming audb further confederation between them, 
in making foreign alliances, and in adopting such other mea- 
sures as uiall be judged necessary for the preservation of their 
liberties: . , . » 

^'^Promded, The sole and exclusive right of regulating the 
Internal polity and government of this Colony be reserved to 
the people thereof. 

" We nave also thought proper to call a new Convention for 
the purpose of establishing a goverzunent In this Colony. 

"No ambitious views, no desire of independence, induced 
the people of Maryland to form a union with the other Colo- 
nies. To procure an exemption from Parliamentary taxa- 
tion, and to continue to the Legislatures of these Colonies the 
sole and exclusive right of reguladng their Internal Polity, 
was our original and only mrtive. To maintain, inviolate our 
liberties, and to transmit them unimpaired to ponterlty, was 
oar duty and first wish ; our next, to continue connected wlih 
and dependent on Great Biltain. For the truth of these 
asf^Ttions we appeal to that Almighty Being who Is emphail- 
calJy stylttd the Soarchnr of hearts, and from whose onuii- 
science none ia concealed. Relying on this Divine protection 
and aasisiauce, and truBtlng to the justice of our cause, we 
exhort and conjur'- every viiluous citizen to join cordially In 
defense of our fommoti "rizh s and in maintenance of the free, 
dom of tills and her aisii-r c» lonips." 

The first plan of PedoxiJ (Jovemraent adopted for the 
United States was foruiod durinir the lievoiutinr>, and is 
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usually known as " The Articles of Confederation.** By 
these Articles it was provided that " Each State retains 
Its Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence, and every 
power. Jurisdiction, and right which Is not by this Con- 
federation expressly delegated to the United States in 
Congress assembled." 

At the time the Articles of Confederation were 
adopted— July 9, 1778 — ^the United States held no lands 
or territory in common. The entire country — including 
all the waste and unappropriated lands— embraced within 
or pertaining to the Confederacy, belonged to and was 
the property of the several States within whose limits 
the same was situated. 

On the 6th day of September, 1780, Congress " recom- 
mended to the several States in the Union having claims to 
waste and unappropriated lands in the Western country, 
a liberal cession to the United States of a portion of their 
respective claims for the common benefit of the Union.*' 

On the 20th day of October, 1788, the Legislature of 
Virginia passed an act authorizing the Delegates in Con- 
gress from that State to convey to the United States 
" the territory or tract of country within the limits of 
the Virginia Charter, lying and bearing to the northwest 
of the river Ohio " — which grant was to be made upon 
the " condition that the territory so ceded shall be laid 
out and formed into States ;" and that " the States so 
formed shall be distinct republican States, and admitted 
members of the Federal Union, having the same rights 
of Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence as the other 
States." 

On the 1st day of March, 1784, Thomas Jefferson and 
his colleagues in Congress executed the deed of cession 
in pursuance of the act of the Virginia Legislature, 
which was accepted and ordered to "be recorded 
and enrolled among the acts of the United States in 
Congress assembled." This was the first territory ever 
acquired, held, or owned, by the United States. On the 
same day of the deed of cession, Mr. Jefferson, as chair- 
man of a committee which had been appointed, consist- 
ing of Mr. Jefferson of Virginia, Mr. Chase of Maryland, 
and Mr. Howell of Rhode Island, submitted to Congress 
" a plan for the temporary government of the territory 
ceded or to be ceded by the individual States to the 
United States." 

It is important that this Jeffersonian plan of govern- 
ment for the Territories should be carefully considered 
for many obvious reasons. It was the first plan of 
government for the Territories ever adopted in the 
United States. It was drawn by the author of the De- 
claration of Independence, and revised and adopted by 
those who shaped the issues which produced the Revo- 
lut.oh, and formed the foundations upon which our 
whole American system of government rests. It was 
not intended to be either local or temporary in its char- 
acter, but was designed to apply to all " territory ceded 
or to be ceded," and to be universal in its application 
and eternal in its duration, wherever and whenever we 
might have territory requiring a government. It ignored 
the right of Congress to legislate for the people of 
the Territories, without their consent, and recognized 
the inalienable right of the people of the Territories, 
when organized into political communities, to govern 
themselves in respect to their local concerns and in- 
ternal polity. It was adopted by the Congress of 
the Confederation on the 28d day of April, 1784, and 
stood upon the Statute Book as a general and perma- 
nent plan for the government of all territory which we 
then owned or should subsequently acquire, with a pro- 
vision declaring it to be a *' Charter of Compact," and 
that its provisions should *' stand as fundamental con- 
ditions between the thirteen original States and those 
newly described, unalterable but by the Joint consent 
of the United States in Congress assembled, and of the 
particular State within which such alteration is proposed 
to be made." Thus this Jeffersonian plan for the gov- 
ernment of the Territories — this " Charter of Compact " 
— '' these fundamental conditions," which were declared 
to be " unalterable " without the consent of the people 
of *^the particular State [territory] within which such 
alteration is proposed to be made," stood on the Statute 
Book when the Convention assembled at Philadelphia 
in 1787, and proceeded to form the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Now let us examine the main provisions of the Jeffer- 
son Plan : 

fVrrf.-— " That the territory ceded or to be ceded by the 
individual States to the Utiiied Stales, whenever the same shall 
Tiave been purchased of the Indlm inhabitants and offered for 
^aI^. by the United States, shall be formed into additional 
iS^rfc*," etc., etc. 

The Plan proceeds to designate the boundaries and 
territorial extent of the proposed " additional States," and 
' then provides : 



/Second.—" That the settlers within the Territory so to be 
purchased and offered for sale shall, either on their own 
petition or on the order of Congress, receive authority from 
them, with appointments of time and place, for their free males 
of full age to meet together for the purpose of establishing a 
temporary government to adopt a Constitution and laws of 
any one of these States (the original States), so that such laws 
nevertheless shall be subject to alteration by their ordinary 
Legislature; and to erect, subject to like alteration, couiiti s 
or townsbdps for the election of members for their Legisla- 
ture." 

Having thus provided a mode by which the first inhabi- 
tants or settlers of the territory may assemble together 
and choose for themselves the Constitution and laws of 
some one of the original thirteen States, and declare the 
same in force for the government of their territory tem- 
porarily, with the right on the part of the people to 
change the same, through their local Legislature, as they 
may see proper, the Plan then proceeds to point out the 
mode in which they may establish for themselves " a per- 
manent Constitution and government" whenever they 
shall have twenty thousand inhabitants, as follows ; 

Third.— ^'^ That such temporary government only shall con- 
tinue in force in any State until it shall have acquired twenty 
thousand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof lo 
Congress, they shall receive from them authority, wiih ap- 
pointments of^time and place, to call a Convention of Kepre- 
seniaives to establish a permanent Constit/Ution and govern- 
ment for themselves." 

Having thus provided for the first settlers " a tempo- 
rary government" in these " additional States," and for 
a " permanent Constitution and government" when they 
shall have acquired twenty thousand inhabitants, the Plan 
contemplates that they shall continue to govern them- 
selves CM iStaie«y having, as provided in the Virginia deed 
of session, ** the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and 
independence," in respect to their domestic affairs and 
internal polity, " as the other States," until they shall 
have a population equal to the least numerous of the 
original thirteen States ; and in the meantime shall keep 
a sitting member in Congress, with a right of debating 
but not of voting, when they shall be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the other States, as fol- 
lows: 

Fourth.—*^ That whenever any of the said States shall have 
of free inhabitants as many as shall ihen be in anv one of the 
least numerous of the thine«.^n original States, such State shall 
be admitted by itn delegates into the Congress of the United 
States on an equal footing with the said original States." .... 

And— 

" Until such admission by their delegates into Congress any 
of the said Stateji, after the estabLsliment of their temporary 
government, shall have authority to keep a sitting member in 
Congress, with the right of debating, but not of voting." 

Attached to the provision which appears in this paper 
under the "third" head is a proviso, containing five pro- 
positions, which, when agreed to and accepted by the 
people of said additional States, were "to be formed 
into a charter of comnact," and to remain forever " unal- 
terable," except by the consent of such States as well as 
of the United States — ^to wit : 

" Provided, That both the temporary and permanent gov- 
ernments be established on these principles as their basis :" 

Ifi*.— " That they shall forever remain a part of the United 
States of America." 

2d.—" That in their persons, property, and Territory they 
shall be subject to the government of the United States in 
Congress assembled, and to the Articles of Confederation hi all 
those cases in which the original States shall be so subject." 

3d.—" That they shall be subject to pay a part of the federal 
debts contracted, or to be contracted— to be apportioned on 
them by Congress according to the same common rule and 
measure by which apportionments thereof shall be made on 
the other States." 

4tk.—" That their respective government shall be in repub 
lican form, and shall admit no person to be a citizen whoholda 
any hereditary title." 

The fifth article, which relates to the prohibition of 
Slavery, after the year 1800, having been r^ected by 
Congress, never became a part of the Jeffersonian Plan 
of Government for the Territories, as adopted April 28. 
1784. f y , 

The concluding paragraph of this Plan of Government, 
which emphatically Ignores the right of Congress to bind 
the people of the Territories without their consent, and 
recognizes the people therein as the true source of all 
le^ttmate power in respect to their internal polity, Is in 
these words : 

" That all the preceding articles shall be formed into a rhar- 
ter of compart, shall he duly executed by the President of the 
United States, in Congress assembled, under his band and the 
seal of the United States, shall be promulgated, and shall stand 
as fundamenfHl conditions between the thirteen original States 
and those newly described, unalterable but by the joint con- 
sent of the United States in Congress assembled, and of the 
particular State withhi which such alteration is proposed l< 
be made." 
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This Jcffenonian Plan of Goyemment embodies and 
carries oat the ideas and principles of the fathers of the 
Reyolution — that the people of every separate political 
community (dependent Colonies, Provinces, and Territo- 
ries as well as sovereign States) have an inalienable right 
to govern themselves in respect to their Internal polity, 
and repudiates the dogma of the British Ministry and 
the Tories of that day, that all Colonies, Provinces and 
Territories were the property of the empire, acquired 
with the common blood and common treasure, and that 
the inhabitants thereof have no rights, privileges, or 
immunities except such as the Imperial Government 
should graciously condescend to bestow upon them. 
This Plan recognizes by law and irrevocable ** compact" 
the existence of two distinct classes of States under our 
American system of government— the one being mem- 
bers of the Union, and consisting of the original thirteen 
and such other States, having the requisite population, 
as Congress should admit into the Federal Union, with 
an equal vote in the management of Federal affairs as 
well as the exclusive power in regard to their internal 
polity respectively — the other, not having the requisite 
population for admission into the Union, could have no 
vote or agency in the control of the Federal relations, 
but possessed the same exclusive power over their 
domestic affairs and internal policy respectively as 
the original States, with the right, while they have 
less than twenty thousand inhabitants, to choose for 
their government the Constitution and laws of any 
one of the original States ; and when they should have 
nore than twenty thoosand, but less than the number 
«eqoired to entitle them to admission into the Union, 
they were authorised to form for themselves " a perma- 
nent Constitution and government ;" and In either case 
they were entitled to keep a delegate in Congress with 
the right of debating, but not of voting. This " Charter 
of Compact," with its " fundamental conditions," which 
were declared to be " unalterable" without " the Joint 
consent" of the people interested in them, as well as of 
the United States, thus stood on the statute book unre- 
pealed and unrepealabie—ftimishing a complete system 
of government for all " the territory ceded or to be ceded" 
to the United States, without any other legislation upon 
the subject, when, on the 14th day of May, 1787, the Fede- 
ral Convention assembled in Philadelphia and proceeded 
to form the Constitution under which we now live. Thus 
it win be seen that the dividing line between Federal and 
Local authority. In respect to the rights of those political 
communities which, for the sake of convenience and in 
contradistinction to the States represented in Congress, 
we now call Territories, but which were then known as 
" Statee^^^ or " n&ic Statst^" was so distinctly marked at 
that day that no intelligent man could fail to perceive it. 

It is true that the government of the Confederation had 
proved totally inadequate to the fulfillment of the ends 
.for which it was devised ; not because of the relations be- 
tween the Territories, or new States, and the United States, 
but in consequence of having no power to enforce its de- 
crees on the Federal questions which were clearly within 
the scope of its expressly delegated powers. The radical 
defects in the Articles of Confederation were found to con- 
sist in the fact that It was a mere league between sove- 
reign States, and not a Federal Government with its ap- 
propriate departments — Executive, Le^slative, and Ju- 
didal — each clothed with autiiority to perform and carry 
into effect Its own peculiar functions. The Confederation 
having no power to enforce compliance with the resolves, 
** the consequence was, that though in theory its resolu- 
tions of Congress were equivalent to laws, yet in practice 
they were found to be mere recommendations, which the 
States, like other sovereignties, observed or disregarded, 
according to their own good-will and gracious pleasure." 
Congress could not impose duties, collect taxes, raise 
armies, or do any other act essential to the existence of 
government, without the voluntary consent and coopera- 
tion of each of the States. Congress could resolve, but 
could not carry its resolutions into effect — could recom- 
mend to the States to provide a revenue for the necessi- 
ties of the Federal Government, but could not use the 
means necessary to the collection of the revenue when the 
States failed to comply — could recommend to the States to 
provide an army for the general defense, and apportion 
among the States their respective quotas, but could not en- 
list the men and order them into the Federal sendee. For 
these reasons a Federal Government, with its appropriate 
departments, acting directly upon the individual citizens, 
wltii authority to enforce Its decrees to the extent of its 
delegated powers, and not dependent upon the voluntary 
action of the several States In their corporate capacity, 
became indispensable as a substitute for the government 
of the Confederation. 

In the formation of the Constitution of the United States 
Uie Federal Convention took the British Constitution, as 



interpreted and expounded by the Colonies during th^ 
controversy with Great Britain, for iiielr model— making 
such modifications in Its structure and principles as the 
change in our condition had rendered necessary. They 
entrusted the Executive functions to a President in the 
place of a King ; the Legislative functions to a Congress, 
composed of a Senate and House of Representatives, in 
lieu of the Parliament consisting of the Houses of L'ords and 
Commons ; and the Judicial functions to a Supreme Court 
and such inferior courts as Congress should from time to 
time ordain and establish. 

Having thus divided the powers of government into the 
three appropriate departments, with which they had al- 
ways been familiar, they proceeded to confer upon the 
Federal Government substantially the same powers which 
they as colonies had been willing to concede to the British 
Government ; and to reserve to the States and to the peo- 
ple the same rights and privileges which they as colonies 
had denied to the British Government during the entire 
struggle which terminated In our Independence, and 
which they had claimed for themselves and their posterity 
as the birthright of all freemen, inalienable when organ- 
ized into political communities, and to be enjoyed and ex- 
ercised by colonies, territories, and provinces as fully and 
completely as by sovereign States. Thus it will be seen 
that there is no organic feature or fundamental principle 
embodied In the Constitution of the United States which 
had not been familiar to the people of the Colonies from 
the period of their earliest settlement, and which had 
not been repeatedly asserted by them when denied by 
Great Britain during tiie whole period of their colonial his- 
tory. 

Let us pause at this point for a moment, and inquire 
whether it be Just to tiiose Illustrious patriots and sages who 
formed the Constitution of tbe United States, to assume 
that they intended to confer upon Congress that unlimited 
and arbitrary power over the people of the American Ter- 
ritories, which they had resisted with their blood when 
claimed by the British Parliament over British colonies In 
America f Did they confer upon Congress the right to 
bind the people of the American Territories in all cases 
whatsoever, after having fought the battles of the Revolu- 
tion against a "Preamble" declaring the right of Par- 
liament " to bind the Colonies in all cases whatsoever?" 

If, as they contended before the Revolution, it was the 
birthright of all Englishmen, inalienable when formed into 
political communities, to exercise exclusive power of legis- 
lation In their local legislatures in respect to all things 
affecting their internal polity— Slavery not excepted— did 
not the same right, after the Revolution, and by virtue of 
it, become the birthright of all Americans, in lU^e manner 
inalienable when orgiuiized into political communities — no 
matter by what name, whether Colonies, Territories, Pro- 
vinces, or new States ? 

Names often deceive persons in respect to the nature 
and substance of things. A single Instance of this kind 
is to be found in that clause of the Constitution which 
says: 

" Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other 
property belonging to the United States." 

This being the only clause of the Constitution in which 
the word ** Territory" appears, that fact alone has doubt- 
less led many persons to suppose that the right of Con- 
gress to establish temporary governments for the Terri- 
tories, in the sense in which the word is now used, must 
be derived from it, overlooking the important and con- 
trolling facts that at the time tiie Constitution was formed 
the word " Territory" had never been used or understood 
to designate a political community or government of any 
kind in any law, compact, deed of cession, or public 
document; but had invariably been used either in its 
geographical sense to describe the superficial area of a 
State or district of country, as in the Virginia deed of 
cession of the " Territory or trad of catmtry^^ northwest 
of the river Ohio ; or as meaning land in its character 
as property, in which latter sense it appears in the clause 
of the Constitution referred to, when providing for the 
disposition of the " Territory or other property belong- 
ing to the United States." Tliese facts, taken in connec- 
tion with the kindred one that during the whole period 
of the Confederation and the formation of the Constitu- 
tion the temporary governments which we now call 
" Territories," were invariably referred to in the deeds 
of cession, laws, compacts, plans of government, resolu- 
tions of Congress, public records, and authentic docu- 
ments as ** States," or " new States," conclusively show 
that the words ''Territory and other property" in the 
Constitution were used to designate the unappropriated 
lands and other property which the United States owned, 
and not the people who might become residents on those 
lands, and be organized into political communities aftei 
the United States had parted with their title. 
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It is from t>iis clause of the Constltatioc jilone that 
Congress derives the power to provide for .iie survey* 
and sale of tiie public lands and all other { roperiy be- 
longing to the United States, not only in the Territories, 
bat also in the several States of the Union. But for this 
provision Congress would have no power to authorize the 
sale of the public lands, military sites, old ships, cannon, 
muskets, or other property, real or personal, which be- 
long to the United St-ates, and are no longer needed for 
any public purpose. It refers exclusively to property in 
contradistinction to persons and communities. It con- 
fers the same power " to make all needful rules and 
regulations" in the States as in the Territories, and ex- 
tends wherever there may be any land or other property 
belonging to the United States to be regulated or disposed 
of ; but dues not authorize Congress to control or inter- 
fere with the domestic institutions and internal polity of 
the people (either in the States or the Territories) who 
may reside upon lands which the United States once 
owned. Such a power, had it been vested in Congress, 
would annihilate the sovereignty and freedom of the 
Slates as well as the great principle of self-government in 
tlie Territories, wherever the United States happen to 
own a portion of the public lands within their respective 
limits, as, at present, in the States of Alabama, Floridii, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowh, Minnesota, 
California, and Oregon, and in the Territories of Wash- 
ington, Nebraska, Kansas, Utah, and New-Mexico. The 
idea is repugnant to the spirit and genius of our complex 
sy:$tem of Government; because it effectually blots ou(^ 
the dividing line between Federal and Local authority' 
which forms an essential barrier for the defense of the 
independence of the States and the liberties of the people 
against Federal Invasion. With one anomalous excep- 
tion, all the powers conferred on Congress are Ftderaly 
and not Municipal, in their character — affecting the 
general welfare of the whole country without interfering 
with the internal polity of the people — and can be carried 
into effcict by laws which apply alike to States and Ter- 
ritories. Tlie exception, being in derogation of one of 
the fundamental principles of our political system (be- 
cause it authorizes the Federal Government to control 
the municipal affairs and internal polity of the people in 
Seriain specified, limited localities), was not left to vague 
inference or loose construction, nor expressed in dubious 
or equivocal language ; but is found plainly written in 
that Section of the Constitution which says : 

" Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legisla- 
tion in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not exceeding 
tea miles square) as may, by cession of particular States, ana 
ilia acceptance of Congress, become the seat of the govern- 
m-^nt of the United States, and to exercise like authority over 
aU places purchased by the consent of the Legislature of the 
bcate in which the same shall be, for the ereciiou of forts, 
magazines, arsenals, dock-yards and other needful buildings." 

No such power ** to exercise exclusive legislation in all 
eases whatsoever," nor indeed any legislation in any 
case whatsoever, is conferred on Congress in respect to 
the municipal affairs and internal polity, either of the 
States or of the Territories. On the contrary, after the 
Constitution had been finally adopted, with its Federal 
powers delegated, enumerated, and defined, in order to 
guard in all future time against any possible infringement 
of the reserved rights of the States, or of the people, an 
amendment was incorporated into the Constitution which 
marks the dividing line between Federal and Local 
authority so directly and indelibly that no lapse of time, 
no partisan prejudice, no sectional aggrandizement, no 
frenzied fanaticism can efface it. The amendment is in 
these words : 

" The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people." 

This view of the subject is confirmed, if indeed any cor- 
roborative evidence is required, by reference to the pro- 
ceedings and debates of the Federal Convention, as re- 
ported by Mr. Madison. On the 18th of August, after a 
Beries of resolutions had been adopted as the basis of the 
proposed Constitution and referred to the Conunittee of 
Detail for the purpose of being put in proper form, the re- 
cord says : 

" Mr. Madison submitted. In order to be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Detail, the following powers, as proper to be added 
to those of the general Legislature (Congress) : 

*' To dispose of the unappropriated lands of the United States. 

" To Institute temporary governments for the new States 
arising therein. 

" To regulate affairs with the Indians, as well within as 
-without the Ilnxits of the United States. 

" To exercise exclusively leglsladve authority at the seat of 
the General Government, and over a district around the same 
not exceeding square miles, the consent of the legisla- 
ture of the State or Slates comprising the same behig first ob- > 
talned." i 



Here we find the original and rough draft of these seve- 
ra'. powers as they now exist, in their revised form, in the 
Constitution. The provision empowering Congress '''■ to 
dispose of the unappropriated lands of the United States" 
was modified and enlarged, so as to include *' other p)-o- 
perty belonging to the United States," and to authorize 
Congress to *'■ make all needful rules and regulations " lor 
the preservation, management, and sale of the same. 

The provision empowering Congress " to Institute tem- 
porary governments for the new States arising in the un- 
appropriated lands of the United States," taken in con- 
nection with the one empowering Congress " to exercise 
exclusively Legislative authority at the seat of the Gene 
ral Government, and over a district of country around tlie 
same," clearly shows the difference in the extent and na- 
ture of the powers intended to be conferred in the new 
States or Territories on the one hand, and in the District 
of Columbia on the other. In the one case it was pro 
posed to authorize Congress " to institute temporary gov- 
ernments for the new States," or Territories, as they are 
now called, just as our Revolutionary fathers recognized 
the right of the British crown to institute local govern 
ments for the Colonies, by issuing charters under which 
the people of the Colonies were " entitled (according to 
the Bill of Rights adopted by the Continental Congress) to 
a free and exclusive power of legislation, in their several 
Provincial Legislatures, where their right of representation 
can alone be preserved, in all cases of taxation and inter- 
nal polity ;" while, in the other case, it was proposed to 
authorize Congress to exercise, exclusively, legislative 
authority over the municipal and internal polity of the 
people residing within the district which should be ceded 
for that purpose as the seat of the General Government. 

Each of these provisions was modified and perfected by 
the Committee of Detail and Revision, as will appear by. 
comparing them with the corresponding clauses as finally 
incorporated into the Constitution. Th^ provision to 
authorize Congress to institute temporary governments 
for the new States or Territories, and to provide for their 
admission into the Union, appears in the Constitution in 
this form : 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this 
Union." 

The power to adndt " it»w Sfates^^^ and " to make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper " to that end, 
may fairly be construed to mclude the right to institute 
temporary governments for such new States or Territories, 
the same as Great Britain could rightfully institute similar 
governments for the Colonies ; but certainly not to author- 
ize Congress to legislate in respect to their municipal 
affairs and internal concerns, without violating that great 
fundamental principle in defense of which the battles of 
the Revolution were fought. 

If judicial authority were deemed necessary to give 
force to principles so eminently just in themselves, and 
which form the basis of our entire political system, 
such authority may be found in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the Dred Scott case. In 
that case the Court say : 

" This brings us to examine by what provision of the Con- 
Btltution the present Federal Government, under its delegated 
and restricted powers, is authorized to acquire territory out- 
side of the original limits of the United States, and what powers 
It may exercise therein over the person or property of a citi- 
zen of the United States, while It remains a territory, and un- 
til it shall be admitted as one of the States of the Union. 

" There is certahily no power given by the Constitution to 
the Federal Government to establish or maintain colonies, 
bordering on the United States or at a distance, to be ruled 
and governed at its own pleasure ; nor to enlarge Its terri- 
torial limits in any way except by the admission of new 
States 

" The power to expand the territory of the United States by 
the admission of new States is plainly given ; and In the con- 
struction of this power by all the departments of the Govern- 
ment, It has beeniield to authorize the acquisition of territory, 
not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as 
its population and situation would entitle It to admission. 
It is acquired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony 
and governed by Congress with absolute authority ; and as the 
propriety of admitting a new State Is committed to the sound 
discretion of Congress, thepower to acquire territory for that 
purpose, to be held by the United States until It is in a suitable 
condition to become a State upon an equal footing with the 
other States, must rest upon the same discretion." 

Having determined the question that the power to ac- 

Suire teiritory for the purpose of enlarging our territorial 
mits and increasing the number of States, is included 
within the power to admit new States and conferred by 
the same clause of the Constitution, the Court proceed to 
say that " the power to acquire necessarily carries .with it 
the power to preserve and apply to the purposes for which 
it was acqidred." And again, referring to a former deci- 
sion of the same court in respect to the power of Congress 
to institute governments for the Territories, the Court say : 

" The power stands firmly on the latter alternative put by 
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the Court— that U, as the 'inevitable consequence of the right 
to acquire territory.' " 

The power to acquire territory, as well as the right, in 
the language of Mr. Madiaon, " to institute temporary 
governments for the new States arising therein " ^or Terri- 
torial governments, as they are now called), having been 
traced to that provision of the Constitution which provides 
for tlie admission of *'■ new States," the Court proceed to 
consider the nature and extent of the power of Congress 
over the people of the Territories : 

" All wo mean to say on this point is, that, as there Is no ex- 
press regulation In the Constitution defining the power whioii 
Uie General Qovemment may exercise over the person or pro- 
perty of a citizen in a territory thus acquired, tne ('ourt must 
iieuessarilv look to the provisions and principles of the Consti- 
tution, and its distribution of powers, or the rules and princi- 
ples by which its decision must be governed. 

" Taking this rule to guide us, it may be safely assumed that 
citizens oi the United States, who emigrate to a territory be- 
longing to the people of the United Mates, cannot be ruled as 
mere colonuts, dependent upon the will of the General Govern- 
ment, and to be governed by any laws it may think proper to 

impose The Terrliorv being a part of the United 

States, the Government and the citizen both enter it under the 
snihority of the Constitution, with their respective rights de- 
fined and marked out ; and the Federal Government can ex- 
ercise no power over his person or property beyond what that 
instrument confers, nor lawfully deny any right which it has 
reserved." 

Hence, inasmuch as the Constitution has conferred on 
the Federal Government no right to interfere with the pro- 
perty, domestic relations, police regulations, or internal 
polity of the people of the Territories, it necessarily fq^ 
lows, under the authority of the Court, that Congress can 
rightfully exercise no. such power over the people of the 
Territories. For this reason alone, the Supreme Court 
were authorized and compelled to pronounce the eighth 
section of the Act approved March 6, 1820 (commonly 
called the Missouri Compramise), inoperative and void — 
there being no power delegated to Congress in the Consti- 
tution authorizing Congress to prohibit Slavery in the Ter- 
ritories. 

In the course of the discussion of this question the 
Court gave an elaborate exposition of the structure, 
principles, and powers of the Federal Government; 
showing that it possesses no powers except those which 
are delegated, enumerated, and defined in the Constitu- 
tion ; and that all other powera are either prohibited 
altogether or axe reserved to the States, or to the people. 
In order to show that the prohibited, as well as the 
delegated powers are enumerated and defined in the 
Constitution, the Court enumerated certain powers 
which cannot be exercised either by Congress or by the 
Territorial Legislatures, or by any other authority what- 
ever, for the simple reason that they are forbidden by 
tlie Constitution. 

Some persons who have not examined critically the 
opinion of the Court in this respect have been induced 
to believe that the sla/oery question was included in this 
' class of prohibited powers, and that the Court had 
decided in the Dred Scott case that the Territorial Legis* 
lature could not legislate in respect to slave property 
the same as all other property in the Territories. A few 
extracts from the opinion of the Court will correct this 
error, and show clearly the class of powers to which the 
Court referred, as being forbidden alike to the Federal 
Government, to the States, and to the Territories. The 
Court say : 

'* A reference to a few of 4he provisions of the Constitution 
will illusi .ate this proposition. For example, no one, we pre- 
sume, will ront«na that Congress can make any law in a Ter- 
ritory respecting the establishment ^of religion, or the free ex- 
ercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech or of the 
the press, or the right of the people of the territory peaceably 
to assemble, and to petition the Government for the redress of 

" Nor can Congress deny to the people the right to keep and 
bear arms, nor the right to trial by jury, nor compel any one 
to be a witness against himself in a criminal proceeding. . . . 
8o too, it will hardly be contended that Congress could by law 
quarter a soldier in a house in a territorv without the consent 
of the owner in a time of peace ; nor in time of war but in a 
manner prescribed by law. Nor could they by law forfeit the 
property of a citizen in a territory who was convicted of trea- 
son, for a longer period than the life of the person convicted, 
nor take private property for public use without just compen- 
sation." 

" The powers over persons and property, of which we 
speak, are not only not granted to Congress, but are iu ex- 
press terms denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. 
j\nd this prohibition is not confined to the States, but the 
words are general, and extend to the whole territory over 
which the Constitution gives it power to legislate, including 
those portions of it remaining under Territorial governments, 
as well as that covered by States. 

" It is a total absence of power, everywhere within the 
'lominion of the United States, and plaei^s the citizens of a 
Territory, so fkr as these rights are concerned, on the same 



footing with citizens of the States, and guards them as firdaly 
and plainly against any Inroads which the General Government 
might attempt under the plea of implied oi^^ncidcntal powers. 
And if Congress itself cannot do ihisr— if it is beyond the 
powers conferred on the Federal Government— it wilJ be ad- 
mitted, we presume, that it could not authorize a Territo-ial 
government to exercise them. It could confer no power on 
any local government, established by lis authority, to violate 
the provisions of the Constitution." 

Nothing can be more certain than that the Court wer« 
here speaking only of forbidden potcers, which were 
denied alike to Congress, to the State Legislatures, and 
to the Territorial Legislatures, and that the prohibition 
extends " everywhere within the dominion of the United 
States," applicable equally to States and Territories, as 
well as to the United States. 

If this sweeping prohibition— this Just but inexorable 
restriction upon the powers of Government— Federal, 
State, and TerritoriaI---6hall ever be held to include the 
Slavery question, thus negativing the right of the people 
of the States and Territories, as well as the Federal 
Government, to control it by law (and it will be observed 
that in the opinion of the Court '* the citizens of a Terri- 
tory, so far as these rights are concerned, are on the 
same footing with the citizens of the States.") then, 
indeed, will the doctrine become firmly established that 
the principles of law applicable to African Slavery are 
uniform throughout the dominion of the United 
States^ and that there *Ms an irrepressible conflict 
between opposing and enduring forces, which means 
that the United States must and will, sooner or later, 
become either entirely a slaveholding nation or entirely 
a free labor nation." 

Notwithstanding the disastrous consequences which 
would Inevitably result from the authoritative recogni- 
tion and practical operation of such a doctrine, there 
are those who maintain that the Court refeired to and 
included the Slavery question within that class of 
forbidden powers which (although the same in the Terri- 
tories as In the States) could not be exercised by the 
people of the Territories. 

If this proposition were true, which fortunately for the 
peace and welfare of the whole country it is not, the 
conclusion would inevitably result, which they logically 
deduce from the premises — that the Constitution by the 
recognition of Slavery establishes it In the Territories 
beyond the power of the people to control it by law, 
and guarantees to every citizen the right to go thei e 
and be protected in the enjoyment of his shive 
property; and when all other remedies fail for the 
■protection of such rights of property, it becomes the 
imperative duty of Congress (to the performance of 
which every member Is bound by his conscience and his 
oath, and ft-om which no consideration of political policy 
or expediency can release him) to provide by law such 
adequate and complete protection as is essential to the 
enjoyment of an important right secured by the Consti- 
tution. If the proposition be true, that the Constitution 
establishes Slavery in the Territories beyond the power 
of the people legally to control it, another result? no less 
startling, and from which there Is no escape, must inevi- 
tably follow. The Constitution is uniform '* everywhere 
within the dominions of the United States" — Is the same 
in Pennsylvania as in Kansas— and if it be time, aa 
stated by the President in a special message to Congress, 
" that Slavery exists in Kansas by virtue of the Consti- 
tution of the United States," and that ^' Kansas is there- 
fore at this moment as much a Slave State as Georgia or 
South Carolina," why does it not exist in Pennsylvania 
by virtue of the same Constitution ? 

If it be said that Pennsylvania Is a sovereign State, and 
therefore has a right to regulate the Slavery question 
within her own limits to suit herself, it must be borne iu 
miiid that tlie sovereignty of Pennsylvania, like that of 
every other State, is limited by the Constitution, which 
provides that : 

" This Constitution, and all laws of the United States whit h 
shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties maae, or 
which shall be made, under the authority of the United States, 
shall be the ntpreme law of the Itmd, and the judges in every 
State shall be bound thereby, anyifting in the CoiMitution or 
latca of amy State to the contrary noluithstandii^.^' 

Hence, the State of Pennsylvania, with her Constitution 
and laws, and domestic institutions, and internal policy, 
is subordinate to the Constitution of the United States, in 
the same manner and. to the same extent as the Territory 
of Kansas. The Kansas-Nebraska Act says that the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas shall exercise legislative power over " all 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti- 
tution," and that the people of said Territory shall be left 
" perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic insti- 
tutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution 
of the United States." The proAisions of this act are be- 
lieved to be in entire harmony with the Constitution, and 
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under fhem the people of Kansas poesess eyery right, 
privilegef and immonlty, in respect to theh: internal polity 
and domesUc relfttions, wliich the people of Pennsylvania 
can exercise under th^ ConsUtation and laws. £ach is 
invested with foil, complete, and exclusive powers in this 
respect, ** subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States." 

The question recurs, then, if the ConstituUon does estab- 
lish Slavery in Kansas or any other Territory beyond the 
power of the people to control it by law, how can the con- 
clusion be resisted that Slavery is established in like man- 
ner and by the same authority in all the States of the 
Union? And if it be the imperative duty of Congress to 
provide by law for the protection of slave property in the 
Territories upon the ground that " Slavery exists in Kan- 
sas" (and consequently in every other Territory) "by 
virtue of the Constitution of the United States," why is it 
not also the duty of Congress, for the same reason, to pro- 
vide similar protection to slave property in all the States 
of the Union, when the legislatures f^ to furnish such 
protection? 

Without confessing or attempting to avoid the inevitable 
consequence(K>f the& own doctrine, its advocates endeavor 
to fortify their position by cithig the Dred Scott decision 
to prove that the Constitution recognizes property in 
slaves — ^that there ia no legal distinction between this and 
every other description of property — ^that slave property 
and every other khid of property stand on an equal foot- 
ing — that Congress has no more power over the one than 
over the other — and, consequently, cannot discriminate 
between them. 

Upon this point the Court say : 

" Now as we have already satd in an earlier part of this 
oplntoa, upon a different point, the right of property in a slave 
La distiactly and expressly aOlrmed in the Constiiutlon. . . 
And if the Coastituilon recogulzes the right of property of the 
master in a slave, and makes no dlslinctioti beiween tfiat des- 
cription of property and other property owned by a citizen, 
no tribunal acting under the authoritjr of the United States, 
whether It be legiuative, executive or judicial, has a right to 
draw such a distinction, or deny to it the beneQt of the pro- 
visions and guaranties which have been provided for the pro- 
tection of private property against the encroachments or the 

government. And the government in express 

terms is pledged to protect it in all future time, if the «2ar« 
eaeapet from Ai« owner. This is done in plain words — too 
plain to be understood. And no word can be found 
m the Constitution which gives Congress a greater power 
over slave property, or which entitles property of that Itlnd to 
lew protection than property of any other description. The 
only power conferred is the power coupled with the duty of 
guarding and protecting the owner in his rights." 

The rights of the owner, which it is thus made the duty 
of the Federal Oovemment to guard and protect, are those 
expressly provided for in the Constitution, and defined in 
clear and explicit language by the Court — ^that *' the gov- 
ernment, in express terms, is pledged to protect it (slave 
property) in all future time, if the aktve escapes from his 
<noner." Ttda ia the only contingency, according to the 
plain reading of the Constitution, as authoritatively inter- 
preted by the Supreme Court, in which the Federal Gov- 
ernment is authorised, required, or permitted to interfere 
with Slavery in the States or Territories ; and in that case 
only for the purpose " of guarding and protecting the 
owner in liis r^^hta " to reclaim his sUve property. In all 
other respects slaves stand on the same footing with all 
other property — "the Constitution makes no distinction 
between that description of property and other property 
owned by a citizen ;" and " no word can be found in the 
Oonstitution which gives Congress a greater power over 
slave property, or which entitles property of that kind to 
less protection than property of any other description." 
This is the basis upon which all rights pertainhig to slave 
property, either in the States or the Territories, stand 
under the Constitution as expounded by tiie Supreme 
Court in the Dred Scott case. 

Inasmuch as the Constitution has delegated no power 
to the Federal Qovemment in respect to any other kind 
of property beiongins to the citizen — neither introducing, 
establishing, prohibiting, nor excluding it anywhere withui 
the dominion of the Umted States, but leaves the owner 
thereof perfectly free to remove into any State or Terri- 
tory, and carry liis property with liim, and hold the same 
subject to the local law, and relying upon the local author- 
ities for protection, it follows, according to the decision of 
the Court, that slave property stands on the same footing, 
is entitled to the same rights and immunities, and, in like 
manner, is dependent upon the local authorities and laws 
for protection. 

The Court refer to that clause of the Constitution which 
provides for the rendition of fugitive slaves as their 
authority for saying that " the right of property in slaves 
is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution." 
By reference to that provision, it will be seen that, while 
the word " slaves " is not used, still the Constitution not 



only recognizes the right of property in slaves, as stated 
by the Court, but expUcitly states what class of persons 
shall be deemed slaves, and under what laws or auUiority 
they may be held to servitude, and under what circun^ 
stances Aigitive slaves shall be restored to their owners, 
ail in the same section, as follows: 

" No person held to service or labor in one State, under the 
Imce thertof, escaping into another, shall, in consequence of 
auy law or regulation therein, be discharged from such ser- 
vice or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the party 
to whom sucn service or labor may be due." 

Thus it will be seen that a slave, within the me'ining of 
the Constitution, is a " person held to service or labor in 
one State, under the laws thereojT^ — ^not under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, nor by the laws thereof, nor 
by virtue of any federal authority whatsoever, but under 
the laws of the particular State where such service or 
labor may be due. 

It was necessary to give this exact definition of Slavery 
in the Constitution in order to satisfy the people of the 
South as well as of the North. The slaveholding States 
would never consent for a moment that their domestic re- 
lations — ^and especially their right of property in their 
slaves — should be dependent upon Federal authority, or 
that Congress should have any power over the subject- 
either to extend, confine, or restrain it, much less to pro- 
tect or regulate it— lest, under the pretense of protection 
and regulation, the Federal €h>vemment, under the influ- 
ence of the strong and increasing anti-slavery sentiment 
which prevailed at that period, imght destroy the institu- 
tion, and divest those rights of property in slaves which 
were sacred under the laws and consUtutions of their re- 
spective States so long as the Federal Government had no 
power to interfere with the subject. 

In like manner, the non-slaveholding States, whUe they 
were entirely willing to provide for the surrender of aU. 
fugitive slaves — as is conclusively shown by the unanimous 
vote of all the States in the Convention for the provision 
now under consideration — and to leave each State per- 
fectly free to hold slaves under its own laws, and by virtue 
of its own separate and exclurive authority, so long as it 
pleased, and to abolish it when it chose, were unwilling to 
become responsible for its existence by incorporating it 
into the Constitution as a national institution, to be pro- 
tected and regulated, extended and controlled by Federal 
authority, regardless of the wishes of the people, and in 
defiance of the local laws of the several States and Terri- 
tories. For these opposite reasons, the Southern and 
Nohhem States united in giving a unanimous vote in the 
Convention for that provision of the Constitution which 
recognizes Slavery as a local institution in the several 
States where it exists, " under the laws thereof," and pro- 
vides for the surrender of fugitive slaves. 

It will be observed that the term " State " is used in 
this provision, as well as in various other parts of the Con- 
stitution, in the same sense in which it was used by Mr. 
Jefferson in his plan for establishing governments for the 
new States in the territory ceded and to be ceded to the 
United States ; and by Mr. Madison in his proposition t« 
confer on Congress power " to institute temporary govern- 
ments for the new Staies arising in the unappropriated 
lands of the United States," to designate the political 
communities. Territories as well as States, withhi the do- 
minion of the United States. The word " States " is used 
in the same sense in the ordinance of the 18th July, 1787, 
for the government of the Territory northwest of the river 
Ohio, which was passed by the remnant of the Congress of 
the Confederation, sitting in New York while its most emi- 
nent members were at Philadelphia, as delegates to the 
Federal Convention, aiding in the formation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

In ttds sense the word " States" is used in the clause pro- 
viding for the rendition of fugitive slaves, applicable to 
all political communities under the authority of the United 
States, including the Territories as well as the several 
States of the Union. Under any other construction, the 
right of the owner to recover liis slave would be restricted 
to-the iSto^ of the Union, leaving the Territories a secure 
place of refUge for all fhgitiyes. The same remark is ap- 
plicable to the clause of the Constitution which provides 
that " a person charged in any State with treason, felony, 
or other crime, who shall flee from Justice, and be found in 
a>nother State, shall, on the demand of the executive au- 
thority of the l^ate firom which he fled, be delivered up ttv 
be removed to the State liaving Jurisdiction of the crime." 
Unless the term State, as used In these provisions of the 
Constitution, shall be construed to include every distinct 
political community under the Jurisdiction of the United 
States, and to apply to Territories as well as to the States 
of the Union, the Territories must become a sanctuary for 
all the fugitives from service and Justice, for all the felons 
and criminals who shall escape from the several St<Uei 
and seek refuge and immunity in the Territories, 
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If any other iUustration were necessary to show that 
the political communities which we now call Territories 
(but which, during the whole period of the Confederation 
and the formation of the Constitution, were always re- 
ferred to as " States" or " new States' ), are recognized 
as '* States" in wmt of the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, they may be found in those clauses which de- 
clare that " no StaW* shall enter into any '^treaty, alli- 
ance, or confederation; grant letters of marque and re- 
prL-al ; coin money ; emit bills of credit ; make anything 
but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts ; 
pHSs nny bill of attainder, MB post fiicio law, or law im- 
pairing the obligation of contracts, or grant any title of 
nol.idty." 

It must be borne In mind that in each of these cases 
where the power is not expressly delegated to Congress 
the prohibition is not imposed upon the Federal Govern- 
ment, but upon tiie States. There was no necessity for 
any such prohibition upon Congress or the Federal Go- 
vernment, for the reason that the omission to delegate any 
such powers in the Constitution was of itself a prohibition, 
and so declared in express terms by the 10th amendment, 
which declares that ** the powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to 
the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
the people." 

Hence it would certainly be competent for the States 
and Territories to exercise these powers but for the pro- 
hibition contained in those provisions of the Constitution ; 
and inasmuch as the prohibition only extends to the 
'* States," the people of the " Territories*^ are still at liberty 
to exercise them, unless the Territories are included witli- 
In the term StaieSy within the meaning of these provisions 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

It only remains to be shown that the Compromise Mea- 
sures of 1860 and the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854 are in 
perfect harmony with, and a faithful embodiment of, the 
principles herein enforced. A brief history of these mea- 
sures will disclose the principles upon which they are 
founded. 

On the 29th of January, 1850, Mr. Clay introduced into 
the Senate a series of resolutions upon the Slavery ques- 
tion which were intended to form the basis of the subse- 
quent legislation upon that subject Pending the discus- 
sion of these resolutions, the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories prepared and reported to the Senate, on the 
25th of March, two bills — one for the admission of Califor- 
nia into the Union of States, and the other for the organi- 
sation of the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and for 
the adjustment of the disputed boundary with the State 
of Texas, which were read twice and printed for the use 
of the Senate. On the 19th of April a select committee of 
thirteen was appointed, on motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss- 
issippi, of which Mr. Clay was made chairman, and to 
which were referred all pending propositions relating to the 
slavery question. On the 8th of May, Mr. Clay, from the 
select committee of thirteen, submitted to the Serate an 
elaborate report covering all the points in controversy, 
accompanied bv a bill which is usually known as the 
*'' Omnibus Bill." By reference to the provisions of this 
bill, as it appears on the files of the Senate, it will be 
seen that it is composed of the two printed bills which had 
been reported by the Committee on Territories on the 
25th of March previous ; and that the only material 
change in its provisions, involving an important and es- 
sential principle, is to be found in the tenth section, which 
prescribes and defines the powers of the Tendtorial Legis- 
lature. In the bill, as reported by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, the legislative power of the Territories extended 
to " all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States," ir»'<A<m< soocspting 
African Slavery ; while the bill, as reported by the com- 
mittee of thirteen, conferred the same power on the Terri- 
torial Legislature, wUh the eooeepUon of African Sla- 
very. This portion of the section in its oziginal form read 
thus: 

" And be it /uriher enaded that the Lejirislative power of the 
Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects of legislation 
consistent with the Constltudon of the United States and the 
provisions of this act ; but no law shall be passed interfering 
wlih the primary disposition of the soil." 

To which the committee of thirteen added these words : 
"ilTartw respect to Africans Slavery." yvhen the bill 
came up for actbn on ue 16th of May, Mr. Davis, of Mis- 
sissippi, said : 

" I offer the following amendment. To strike out. In the 
sixth line of the tenth section, the words ' in retpett to Jfrieem 
Slavery,* and insert the words, * teith thone rigM$ of pr op er tif 
ff rowing out of the inttituUon of African Slmtery <m if exult in 
any of tJte States of the Union.' The object of the amendment 
is to prevent the Territorial Legislature troxa. legislating 
atrainst the rights of property growing out of the institution 
of Slavery It will leave to the Territorial Legisla- 
tures thoHe rights and powers which are essentially necessary. 



not only to the preservation of property, but to the peace of 
ihe Territory. It will leave the right to make such police 
ruguUuong as are necessary to prevent disorder, and which 
Will be absolutely necessary with such property as that to 
»(«ure its beneficial use to its owner. With this brief ex- 
pUnadon I submit.the amendment." 

Mr. Clay, in reply to Mr. Davis, said : 

*' I am not perfectly sure that I comprehend the full mean- 
ing of the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi. 
It' 1 Uo, I think he accompUabes nothing by striking out ihe 
clause now in the bill and inserting that which he proposes to 
insert The clause now in the bill is, that the Territorial 
lugltslation shall not extend to anything respecting African 
Slavery within the Territory. The ettect of retaining the 
clause as reported by the Committee will be this : That if in 
any of the Territories Slavery now exists, it shall not be abol- 
ished by the Territorial Leglalatnre ; and If in any of the Ter- 
ritories Slavery does not now exist, it cannot be introduced by 
the Territorial Legislature. The clause itself was introduced 
into the bill by the Committee for the purpose of tying up the 
hands of the Territorial Legislature in respect to legislating 
at all, one way or the other, upon the subject of African Sla- 
very. It was intended to leave the legislation and the law of 
the respective Territories in the condition in which the Act 
will finil them. I stated on a former occasion that I did nut, 
in Committee, vote for the amendment to insert the clause, 
though it was'proposed to be introduced by a migority of the 
Committee. I attached very little consequence to it at the 
time, and I attach very little to it at present. It is perhaps of 
no particular importance whatever. Now, sir, if I under- 
stand the measure proposed by vhe Senator from Hlssissippi, 
it aims at the same thing. I do not understand him as propos- 
ing that if any one shall carry slaves into the Territory — 
although by the laws of the 1 erritory he cannot take them 
there — the Legislative hands of the Territorial government 
should be so tied as to prevent it saying he shall not eixjoy the 
fruits of their labor. If the Senator from Misdssippi' means 
tosiiy that— " 

Mr. Davis: 

^^ I do mean to say it" 

BIr. Clay : 

" If the object of the Senator is to provide that slaves may 
be Introduced into the Territory contrary to the lex loci, and, 
beiutf iutroduced, nothing shall be done by the Legislature to 
impair the riuhis of owners to hold the slaves thus brought 
couirary to the local laws. / certainly cannot vote for it. In 
doing »o I shall repeat again the expression of opinion which 
I anuounced at an early period of the session." 

Here we find the line distinctly drawn between those who 
contended for the right to carry slaves into the' Territories 
and hold them in defiance of the local law, and those who 
contended that such right was subject to the local law of 
the Territory. During the progress of the discussion on 
the same day, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, BtM : 

" We are giving, or proposing to give, a government to a 
Territory, which act rests upon the basis of our right to make 
such provision. We suppose we have a right to confer 

f>ower. If so, we may mark out the limit to wUch they may 
egiiilate, and are bound not to confer power beyond that 
which exists in Congress. If wo give them power to legislate 
beyond that, we commit a fraud or usurpation, as it may be 
done openly, covertly, or indirectly." 

To which Mr. Clay replied : 

Now, sir, I only repeat what I have had occasion to say be- 
fore, (hat while I am willing to stand aside and make no legis- 
lative enactment one way or the other— to lay off the Territo 
ries without the Wilmot Proviso, on the one hand, with which 
I understand we are threatened, or without an attempt to 
introduce a clause for the introduction of Slavery into the 
Territories — while I am for r^ecting both the one and the 
other, I am content that the law as it exists shall prevail ; and 
if there be any diversity of opinion as to what it means, I am 
willing that it shall be settled by the highest judicial authority 
of the country. While I am content thus to abide the result, I 
must say that I cannot vote for any express provision recognis- 
ing the right to carry slaves there." 

To which Mr. Davis r^oined, thali — 

" It is said our Revolution grew out of a preamble ; and I 
hope we have something of the same character of the hardy 
men of the Revolution who first commenced the war with the 
mother country— something of the spirit of that bold Yankee 
who said he had a right to go to Concord, and that go he would ; 
and who, in the maintenance of that right, met his death at 
the hands of a British sentinel. Now, sir, if our right to carry 
slaves into these Territories be a constllndonal right, it is our 
first duty to maintain it." 

Pending the discussion which ensued, Ifr. Davis, at the 
suggestion of friends, modified his amendment from time 
to tune, until it assmned the following shape : 

"Nor to introduce or exclude African Slavery. Pro- 
vided that nothing herein contained shall be construed so 
as to prevent said Territorial liCgislature from passing 
such laws as may be necessary for Uie protection of the 
rights of properly of every kind which may have been* 
or may be hereafter, conformably to the ConsUtution 
of (he United States, held in or introduced into said Terri- 
tory." 

To which, on the same day, Mr. Chase, of Ohio, offered 
the following amendment: 

** Provided ftirther, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed as authorizing or permitting the introduction of 
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Slavery or the holding of persons as property within said Ter- 
rliory." 

Upon these amendments — ^the one afiSrming the Pro- 
Slavery, and the other the Anti-Slavery position^ in oppo- 
sition to the right of the people of the Territories to de- 
cide the Slavery question for themselves— Mr. Douglas said: 

*' The position that I have ever taken has been, that this, 
and all Oihjr quesiions relating to ihe domestic atfalrs and 
domestic policy of the Terriiories, ought to be left lo the deci- 
sion of ihe people themselves ; and that we ought to be con- 
tent with whatever way they may decide die question, because 
they have a much deeper interest in these matters than we 
have, and \uio\r much better what institutions suit them than 
we, who have never been there, can decide for them'. I woulJ 
therefore have much preferred tliat that portion of the btll 
should have remaiiled as it was reported from the ('omniiuee 
on Territories, with no provision on the subject of slavery, 
tlie one way or the other. And I do hope yet that that clause 
will be stricken out. I am satisfied, sir, that it gives no strength 
to the bill. I am satisfied, even if it did give strength to it, 
that it ought not to be there, because it is a violation of princi- 
ple— & violation of that principle upon which we have all 
rested our defense of the course we have taken on this ques- 
tion. I do not see how those of us who have taken the posi- 
tion we have taken — tliat ot non-intervention— axi6. have argued 
in favor of the right of the people to legislate for themselves 
on this question, can support such a provision without aban- 
doning all the arguments which we us^d in the Presidential 
campaign in the year 1818, and the principles set forth by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Ca^s) in that letter 
which is known as the ' Nicholson Letter.' We are required 
to abajidon that platform ; we are required to abandon those 
principles, and to stultify ourselves, and to adopt the opposite 
doctrine — and for what r In order to say that tke people of the 
Territories sJuill not hace such inslitutioHa as tJiey ehall deem 
culapfed to their 4iondition and their wants. I do not see, sir, 
how such a provision can be acceptable either to the people 
of the North or the South." 

Upon the question of how many inhabitants a Territory 
should contain before it should be formed into a political 
community with the rights of self-government, Mr. Doug- 
las said : 

" The Senator from Mississippi puts the question to me as to 
what number of people tliere must be in a Territory before 
this right to govern themselves accrues. Without determining 
the precise number, I will assume that the right ought to 
accrue to the people at the moment they have enough to con- 
stitute a government ; and, sir, the bill assumes that there are 
people enough there to require a government, and enough to 

authorize the people to govern themselves Your 

bill concedes that a representative government !s necessary — 
a government founded upon the principles of popular sove- 
reignty and the right of a people to enact their own laws ; and 
for this reason you give them a Legislature composed of two 
branches, like the Legislatures of the different States and 
Territocies of the Union. You confer upon them the right to 
legislate on 'all rightful subjects of legislation,' except 
negroes. Why except negroes f Why except African Sla- 
very f If the inhabitants are competent to govern themselves 
upon all other subjects, and In reference to all other descrip- 
tions of property— if they are competent to make laws and 
determine the relations between husband and wife, and pa- 
rent and child^ and municipal laws affecting the rights and 
properly of citizens generally, they are competent also to 
make laws to govern themselves in relation to Slavery and 
negroes." 

With reference to the protection of property in slaves, 
Mr. Douglas said : 

" I have a word to say to the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. Davis). He insists that I am not In favor of pro- 
tecting property, and that his amendment is offered for the 
purpose of protecting property under the Constitution. Now;, 
sir, I ask you what authority he has for assuming that ? Do I 
not desire to protect property because I wish to allow the 
people to pass such laws as they deem proper respecting 
their rights to property without any exception? He might 
just as well say that I am opposed to protecting property in 
merchandise, In steamboats, in cattle, in real estate, as to say 
that I am opposed to protecting property of any other 
description ; for I desire to put them all on an equality, and 
allow the people to. make their own laws in respect to the 
whole of them." 

Mr. Cass said preferring to the amendments offered by 
Mr. Davis and Mr. Chase) : 

"Now, with respect to the amendments. I shajl vote 
against them both : and then I shall vote in favor of striking 
out the restriction in the bill upon the power of the Territorial 
governments. I shall do so upon this ground. I was opposed, 
as the honorable Senator from Kentucky has declared he was, 
to the insertion of this prohibition by the Committee. I con- 
sider it Inexpedient and unconstitutional. I have already 
stated my belief that the rightful power of Internal legislaUon 
in the Territories belongs to the people." 

After further ^cussion the vote was taken bv* yeas and 
nays on the amendment of Mr. Chase, and decided in the 
negative : Teas, 25 ; Nays, 80. The question recurring on 
the amendment of Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, it was also 
r^ected: Yeas, 25; Nays, 80. Whereupon Mr. Seward 
offered the following amendment : 

'• Neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise 
th an by conviction for crime, shall ever be allowed in either 
Of said Territories of Utah and New Mexico." 



"Which was rejected— Yeas, 23 ; Nays, 88. 

After various other amendments had been offered and 
voted upon — all relating to the power of the Territorial 
Legislature over Slavery — Mr. Douglas moved to strike out 
all relating to African Slavery, so that the Territorial Le- 
gislature should have the same power over that question 
as over all other rightful subjects of legislation consistent 
with the Constitution — ^which amendment was rejected. 
After the rejection of this amendment, the discussion was 
renewed with great ability and depth of feeling in respect 
to the powers which the Territorial Legislature should ex- 
ercise upon the subject of Slavery. Various propositions 
were made, and amendments offered and rejected— all it* 
latiug to this one controverted point — when Mr. Norria, of 
New-Hampsliire, renewed the motion of Mr. Douglas, to 
strike out the restriction on the Territorial Legislature in 
respect to African Slavery. On the 81st of July tliis 
amendment-was adopted by a vote of 82 to 19 — restoring 
this section of the- bill to the form in which it was reported 
from the Committee on Territories on the 25th of March, 
and conferring on the Territorial Legislature power over 
** ail rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States," uitlwut excepting 
Africun Slithery. 

Thus terminated this ^eat struggle in the affirmance of 
the principle, as the basis of the Compromise Measures of 
1S60, so far as they related to the organization of the Ter- 
ritories, that the people of the Territories nftould decide 
the Slavery qttevtionfor ViemselveH through the action 
of their Territorial Legislature. 

This controverted question having been definitely set- 
tled, the Senate proceeded on the same day to consider the 
other portions of the bill, and after striking out all except 
those provisions which provided for the organization of the 
Territory of Utah, ordered the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and on the next day — August 1, 1S50 — the 
bill was read a third time,' and passed. 

On the 14th of August the bill for the organization of the 
Territory of New-Mexico was taken up, and amended so 
as to conform fully to the provisions of the Utah Act in re- 
spect to the power of the Territorial Legislature over " all 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti- 
tution," without excepting African Slavery, and was or^ 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading without a divi- 
sion ; and on the next day the bill was passed— Yeas, 27 ; 
Nays, 10. 

These two bills were sent to the House of Representa- 
tives, and passed that body without any alteration in re- 
spect to the power of the Territorial Legislatures over the 
subject of Slavery, and were approved by President Fill- 
more, September 9, 1850. 

In 1852, when the two great political parties — ^Whig and 
Democratic— into which the country was then divided, as- 
sembled in National Convention at Baltimore for the pur- 
pose of nominating candidates for the Presidency and 
Vice-Presidency, each Convention adopted and affirmed 
the principles embodied in the Compromise Measures of 
185(1 as rules of action by which th^ would be governed in 
all future cases in the organization of Territorial govern- 
ments and the admission of new States. 

On the 4th of January, 1JJ54, the Committee on Territo- 
ries, of the Senate, to which had been referred a bill for 
the organisation of the Territory of Nebraska, reported 
the bill back, with an amendment, in the form of a substi- 
tute for the entire bill, which, with some modifications, is 
now known on the statute book as the " Kansas-Nebraska 
Act," accompanied by a Report explaining the principles 
upon which it was proposed to organize those Territories, 
as follows : 

" The principal amendments which your Committee deem it 
their duty to commend to the favorable acdon of the Senate, la 
a special report, are those in which the principles established 
by the Compromise Measures of 18S0, so far as they afe appli- 
cable to territorial organizations, are proposed to be affirmed 
and carried into practical operation within the limits of th« 
new Territory. Tne wisdom of those fneasures is attested, 
not less by their salutary and beneficial effects in allaying sec- 
tional agitation and restorhig peace and harmony to an Irri- 
tated and distracted people, than by the cordial and almost 
universal approbation with which they have been received and 
sanctioned by the whole country. 

" In the judgment of your Committee, those measures wero 
intended to have a far more comprehensive and enduring 
effect than the mere a4justment of tne difficulties arising out 
of the recent acquisition of Mexican territory. They were de- 
signed to establish certain great principles, which would not 
only furnish adequate remedies for existing evils, but, in all 
time to come, avoid the perils of a similar agitation, by with- 
drawing the question or Slavery from the Halls of Congress 
and the political arena, and. commuting it to the arbitrament of 
those who were immediately Interested in and alone responsi- 
ble for its consequences. With a view of conforming their 
action to the settled policy of the Oovernment, sancdoned by 
the approving voice or the American people, your Committee 
have deemed it their duty to incorporate and perpetuate, in 
their territorial bilL the principles and spirit of those 
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After presenting and reviewing certain provisions of- the 
bill, the Ck)mniitt«e conclude as follow? : 

" From these provisioDS it is apparent that the Compromise 
Measures of 1860 afllrm and rest upoa the followlog propo- 
sitions : 

" ' FuH.—Tha.i all questions pertaining ta Slavery in the 
Territories, and in the new States to be formed therefrom, are 
to be lefi to the decision of the people residing therein, by 
their appropriate representatives to be chosen by them for 
tliat purpose. 

*' ' Second.— Thai all cases involving title to slaves and ques- 
tions of personal freedom, are referred to the adjudication of 
the local tribunals, with the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

"' TAifd.— That the provision of the Ck>n8atutlon of the 
United Slates in respect to fugitives from service. Is to be car- 
ried Into faiihrul execution in all the organized Territories, the 
same as In the States. The substitute for the bill which your 
Committee have prepared, and which Is commended to the 
favorable aciion of the Senate, proposes to carry these pno- 

Eosiiions and principles into practical operation, in the precise 
inguage of the Compromise Measures of 18fiO.' " 

By reference to that section of the ** Kansas-Nebraska 
Act " as it now stands on the statute book, which pre- 
scribed and defined the power of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture, it will be seen that it is, " in the precise language of 
the Compromise Measures of 1&5U.** extending the legis- 
lative power of the Territory " to all rightful subjects of 
legislation consistent with the Constitution," without ex- 
cepting African Slavery. 

It having been suggested, with some plausibility, during 
the discussion of- the bill, that the act of Congress of 
March 6, 1820, prohibiting Slavery north of the parallel 
of 86' 80' would deprive the people of the Territory of the 
power of regulating the Slavery question to suit themselves 
while they should remain in a Territorial condition, and be- 
fore they should have the requisite population to entitle 
them to admission into the Union as a State, an amend- 
ment was prepared by the Chairman of the Committee, 
and incorporated into the bill to remove this obstacle to the 
free exercise of the principle of popular sovereignty in the 
Territory, while it remained in a Territorial condition, by 
repealing the said act of Congress, and declaring the 
true intent and meaning of a\} the friends of the bill in 
these words : 

" That the Constitution and all laws of the United States 
which are not iociilly inapplicable, shall have the same furce 
ani effect within the Territory as ekewhere within the United 
States, except the eighth section of the act preparatory to the 
admission of Mis«!ouri into the Union, approved March 6, 1^0, 
which being inconsistent with the principle of non-interven- 
tion by Congress with Slavery in the States and Territories, as 
recognized by the legislation of 1850, commonly called the 
* Compromise Measures,' is hereby declared inoperative and 
void— it being the true intent and meaning of thia act not to legis- 
late Slavery tiUo anu Territory or State, nor to ejodude it there- 
from, hut to leave the people thereof perfeetlt/ free to form and 
regidate their domestir iwtitntiona in their own teay, tufiject only 
to ttie Contiituiion of the United States. 

To which was added, on motion of Blr. Badger, the fol- 
lowing : 

" Prodded, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to revive or put in force anv law or regulation which 
may have existed prior t3 the act of the sixth of March, \S20, 
either protecting, establishing, of abolishing slavery." 

In this form, and with this distinct understandiaf of its 
*' Vrue intent and meaning," the bill passed the two houses 



of Congress, and became the law of the land by the ap- 
proval of the President, May 8(*, 1854. 

In 1856, the Democratic party, assembled in National 
Convention at Cincinnati, declared by a unanimous vote 
of the delegates from every State in the Union, that — 

"The American Democracy recognize and adopt the prin- 
ciples contained in the organic laws establishing the 'lerri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the only sound 
and safe soludon of the ' Slaverv question,' upon wliich the 
great national idea of the people of this whole country can 
repose in its determined conservatism of the Union — non- 
interference bv Congress with Slavery In State and Territory, 
or in the District of Columbia ; 

" That this was the basis of the Compromises of 1850, con- 
firmed by both the Democratic and Whig parties in National 
Conventions—ratified by the people in the election of l8Si2— 
and rightly applied to the orgam7.ation of the Territories in 
1854; That by the uniform application of this Democratic 
principle to the organization of Territories and to the admis- 
sion of new States, witli or without domestic Slavery as they 
may elect, the equal rights of all will be preserved intact— the 
original compacts of the Coostitudon maintained inviolate— 
—and the perpetuity and expansion of this Union insured to 
its utmost capacity of embracing in peace and harmony any 
future American State that may be constituted or annexed 
with a Republican form of government." 

In accepting the nomination of this Convention, Mr. 
Buchanan, in a letter dated June 16, 1856, said : 

" The agitation on the question of domestic Slavery has too 
long distracted and di\nded the people of this Union, and 
alienated their aflections from each other. This agitation has 
assumed many forms since its commencement, but U now 
seems to be directed chiefly to the Territories : and judging 
from its present character, I think we may safely anticipate 
tliat it is rapidly approaching a 'finality.' The recent legis- 
lation of Congress respecting domestic Slaverv, derived, as it 
has been, ft-om the original and pure fountain of legitimate 
political power, the w^ill of the majority, promises, ere long, 
lo allay the dangerous excitement. This legislation is founded 
upon principles as ancient as free government itself, and in 
accordance w^ith them has simply declared that the people of a 
Territory, like those of a State, thail decide for themaelveti 
uhether Slavery »hall or shall not exiU uithin tJieir limits." 

This exposition of the history of these measures shows 
conclusively that tlie authors of the Compromise Measures 
of 1850, and of the Kansas-Nebraska Act of J 854, as well 
as the members of the Continental Congress of 1774, and 
the founders of our system of government subsequent to 
the Revolution, regarded the people of the Territories and 
Colonies as political communities which were entitled to a 
Aree and exclusive power of legislation in their Provincial 
Legislatures, where their representation could alone be 
preserved, in all cases of taxation and internal polity. 
This right pertains to the people collectively as a law- 
abiding and peaceful community, and not to the isolated 
individuals who may wander upon the public domain in 
violation of law. It can only be exercised where there are 
Inhabitants sufficient to constitute a government, and ca- 
pable of performing its various functions and duties — a 
fact to be ascertained and determined by Congress. 
Whether the number shall be fixed at ten, fifteen or 
twenty thousand inhabitants does not affect the principle. 

The principle, under our political system, Is that every 
distinct political Community^ loyal to the Constitution 
and the union^ is entitled to all the rights, privileges^ 
and immunities of self-government in respect to their 
local con4:ems and internal polity ^ subject only to th6 
ConstiiuUon of the United States. 
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dPEEOH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN, OF ILLINOIS, 
Delivered (xt the Cooper InstUute, Monday^ Feb, 27, 1860. 



Mb. Pbbsidbst ahd Fbllow-Citiubits or Nbw-Tork: 
The facts with which I shall deal this evening are mainly 
old and familiar ; nor is there anything new in the gene- 
ral ose I shall make of them. If there shall be any 
norelty, it will be in the mode of presenting the facts, 
and the inferences and observations following that 
presentation. 

In his speech, last autumn, at Columbus, Ohio, as 
reported in ^* The New York Times," Senator Douglas 
said: 

** Our fathers, when they fl*amed the Government un- 
der which we live, understood this question just as well, 
and even better than we do now." 

I ftilly indorse this, and I adopt it as a text for this 
discourse. I so adopt it because it ftirnishes a precise 
and an agreed starting point for a discussion between 
Republicans and that wing of Democracy headed by 
Senator Douglas. It simply leaves the inquiry : *' What 
was the understanding those fathers had of th« question 
mentioned ?" 

What is the frame of (Government under which we 
nve? 

The answer must be' : " The Constitution of the United 
States " That Constitution consists of the original, 
framed in 17S7 (and under which the present Govern- 
ment first went into operation), and twelve subsequently 
framed amendments, the first ten of which were framed 
in 1789. 

Who were our fathers that framed the Constitution? 
t suppose the "thirty-nine" who signed the original 
instrument may be fairly called our fathers who ft'amed 
that part of the present Government. It is almost 
exactly true to say they framed it, and it is altogether 
true to say they fairly represented the opinion and sen- 
timent of the whole nation at that time. Their names, 
being familiar to nearly all, and accessible to quite all, 
need not now be repeated. 

I take these " thirty-nine," for the present, as being 
" our fathers who framed the Government under which 
we live." 

What is the question which, according to the text, 
those fathers understood Just as well, and even better 
than we do now ? 

It is this: Does the proper division of local from 
federal authority, or anything in the Constitution, forbid 
our Federal Government to control as to Slavery in our 
Federal Territories f 

Upon this, Douglas holds the affirmative, and Republi- 
cans the negative. This affirmative and denial form an 
bsue ; and this issue— this question — is precisely what 
the text declares our fathers understood better than we. 
Let us now inquire whether the V thirty-nine," or any 
of them, ever acted upon this question ; and if they did, 
how they acted upon it— how they expressed that bet- 
ter understanding. 

In 1784 — three years before the Constitution — the 
United States then owning the Northwestern Territory, 
and no other — the Congress of the Confederation had 
before them the question of prohibiting Slavery in that 
Territory ; and four of the ** thirty-nine,*' who afterward 
framed the Constitution were in that Congress, and 
voted on that question. Of these, Roger Sherman, 
Thomas Mifflin, and Hugh Williamson voted for the 
prohibition— thus showing that, in their understanding, 
no line dividing local ttom federal authority, nor anything 
else, properly forbade the Federal Government to con- 
trol as to Slavery in Federal Territory. The other of the 
four— James McHenry — ^voted against the prohibition, 
showing that, for some cause, he thought it Improper to 
vote for it. 



In 17S7, still before the Constitutioo, but while the 
Convention was in session framing it, and while the 
Northwestern Territory still was the only Territory 
owned by the United States— the same question of pro- 
hibiting Slavery in the Territory again came before the 
Congress of the Confederation ; and three more of the 
"thirty-nine" who afterward signed the Constitution, 
were in that Congress, and voted on the question. They 
were William Blount, William Few and Abraham Bald- 
win ; and they all voted for the prohibition— thus show 
ing that, in their understanding, no line dividing local 
from federal authority, nor anything else, properly 
forbids the Federal Government to control as to Slavery 
in federal territory. This time the prohibition became 
a law, being part of what is now well known as the 
Ordinafice of '87. 

The question of federal control of Slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, seems not to have been directly before the 
Convention which framed the original Constitution ; and 
hence it is not recorded that the " thirty-nine," or any 
of them, while engaged on that instrument, expressed 
any opinion on that precise question. 

In 1789, by the first Congress which sat under the 
Constitution, an act was passed to enforce the Ordinance 
of '87, Including the prohibition of Slavery In the North- 
western Territory. The bill for this act was reported by 
one of the *' thirty-nine," Thomas Fitssimmons, then a 
member of the House of Representatives from Pennsyl- 
vania. It went through all its stages wiLhout a word of 
opposition, and finally passed both branches without 
yeas and nays, which is equivalent to a unanimous 
passage. In this Congress there were sixteen of the 
** thirty- nine" fathers who framed the ori^nal Constitu- 
tion. They were John Langdon, Nicholas Gilman, Wm. 
S. Johnson, Roger Sherman, Robert Morris, Thomas 
Fitssimmons, William Few, Abraham Baldwin, Rufus 
King, William Patterson, George Clymer, Richard Bas- 
sett, George Read, Pierce Butler, Daniel Carroll, James 
Madison. 

This shows that, in their understanding, no line 
dividing local from federal authority, nor anything in 
the Constitution, properly forbade Congress to prohibit 
Slavery in the federal territory ; else both their fidelity 
to correct principle, and their oath to support the Con- 
stitution, would have constrained them to oppose the 
prohibition. 

Again, George Washington, another of the ** thirty- 
nine," was then President of the United States, and, as 
such, approved and signed the bill, thus completing its 
validity as a law, and thus showing that, in his under- 
standing, no line dividing local from federal authority, 
nor anything in the Constitution, forbade the Federal 
Government, to control as to Slavery in federal terri- 
tory. 

No great while after the adoption of the original 
Constitution, North Carolina ceded to the Federal 
Government the country now constituting the State of 
Tennessee ; and a few years later Georgia ceded that 
which now constitutes the States of Mississippi and Ala- 
bama. In both deeds of cession it was made a condition 
by the ceding States that the Federal Government 
should not prohibit Slavery in the ceded country. 
Besides this, Slavery was then actually in the ceded 
country. Under these circumstances, Congress, on 
taking charge of these countries, did not absolutely 
prohibit Slavery within them. But they did interfere 
with it— take control of it — even there, to a certain 
extent. In 1798, Congress organized the Territory of 
MisslssippL In the act of organisation they prohibited 
the bringing of Slaves into the Territory, from any place 
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without the United States, by flnCf and giving freedom 
to slaves so brought. This act passed both branches of 
Congress without yeas and nays. In that Congress 
were three of the '* thirty-nine" who framed the original 
Constitution. They were John Langdon, George Kead \ 
and Abraham Baldwin. They all, probably, voted for 
it. Certainly they would have placed their opposition 
to it upon record, if, in their undersUnding, any line 
dividing local from federal authority, or anything in the 
Constitution, properly forbade the Federal Government 
to control as to Slavery in federal territory. 

lu 1808, the Federal Govermueut purchased the Louisi- 
ana country. Our furmer territorial acquisitions came 
from certain of our own States; but ttiis Louisiana 
country was acquired from a foreign nation. In 1804, 
Congress gave a Territorial organisation to that part of 
it which now constitutes the State of Louisiana. New 
Orleans, lying within tiiat part, was an old aud compara- 
tively large city. There were other considerable towns 
aud settlemenis, and Slavery was extensively and 
thoroughly intermingled with the people. Congress did 
nut, in the Territorial Act, prohibit Slavery ; but they 
did interfere with it— take control of it — ^in a more marked 
and extensive way than they did in the case of Mississippi. 
The substance of the provision therein made, in relation 
to slaves, was : 

First. That no slave shoiild be imported into the Ter- 
ritory from foreign parts. 

Second. That no slave should be carried into it who 
had been imported into the United States since the first 
day of May, 1798. 

Third. That no slave shall be carried into it except by 
the owner, and for his own use as a settler ; the penalty 
in all the cases being a fine upon the violator of the law, 
and freedom to the slave. 

This act also was passed without yeas and nays. In 
the Congress which passed it, there were two of the 
*' thirty-nine." They were Abraham Baldwin and Jona- 
than l>ayton. As stated in tne case of Mississippi, it is 
probable they both voted for it. They would nut have 
allowed it to pass without recording their opposition to 
it, if, in their understanding, it violated eitlier the line 
proper dividing local from federal authority or any pro- 
vision of the Constitution. 

in 1819-20, came and passed the Missouri question. 
Many votes were taken, by yeas and nays, in both 
branches of Congress, upon the various phases of the 
general question. Two of the '* thirty-nine"— Kufus King 
aiid Charles Pinckney — were members of that Congress. 
Mr. King steadily voted for Slavery prohibition and 
against ail compromises, while Mr. Pinckney as steadily 
voted agiiinst Slavery prohibition and against all compro- 
mises. By this Mr. King showed that, in his understand- 
ing, no line dividing local from federal authority, nor 
anything in the Constitution, was violated by Congress 
prohibiting Slavery in federal territory ; while Mr. Pinck- 
ney, by his votes, showed that in his understanding there 
was sufficient reason for opposing sucli prohibition in 
that case. 

The cases I have mentioned are the only acts of the 
** thirty-nine," or of any of them, upon the direct issue, 
which I have been able to discover. 

To enumerate the persons who thus acted, as being four 
in 1784, three in 1787, seventeen in 1789, three in 1798, 
two in 1804, and two in 1819^20— there would be thirty- 
one of them. But this would be counting John Langdon, 
Roger Sherman, William Few, Rufus King, and Gkorge 
Read, each twice, and Abraham Baldwin four times. The 
true number of those of the '* thirty-nine" whom I have 
stiown to have acted upon the question, which, by the 
text they understood better than we, is twenty-three, 
leaving sixteen not shown to have acted upon it in any 
way. 

Here, then, we have twenty-three out of our ** thirty- 
nine" fathers who framed the Government under which 
we live, who hava, upon their official responsibility and 
tlieir corporal oaths, acted upon the very question which 
the text affirms they ** understood just as well, and even 
better than we do now;" and twenty-one of them — a 
clear majority of the whole ** thirty-nine "^-so acting up- 
on it as to make them guilty of gross political impropriety, 
and willful perjury, if, in their understanding, any proper 
division between local and federal authority, or anything 
iu the Constitution they had made themselves, and sworn 
to support, forbade the Federal Government to control as 
to Slaveiy in the federal territories. Thus the twenty- 
one acted ; and, as actions speak louder than words, so 
actions under such respoosibiiity speak still louder. 

Two of the twenty-three voted against Congressional 
prohibition of Slavery in the federal Territories in the in* 
stances in which they acted upon the question. But for 
what reason they so voted is not known. They may have 
done so because they thought a proper division of local 
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from federal authority, or some provision or principle of 
the Constitution, stood in the way : or they may, without 
any such question, have voted against the prohibition, on 
what appeared to them to be sufficient gtounds of expe- 
diency. No one who has sworn to support the'Constitu- 
tion, can conscientiously vote for what he understands to 
be an unconstitutional measure, however expedient be 
may think it ; but one may and ought to vote against a 
measure which he deems constitutional, if, at tlie saiae 
time, he deems it inexpedient. It, therefore, would be 
unsafe to set down even the imo who voted ag<iinst tiie 
prohibition, as having done so because, in tlieir under- 
standing, any proper division of local from federal au- 
thority, or anything in the Constitution forbade the 
Federal Government to control as to Siavei7 in federal 
territory. 

The remaining sixteen of the " thirty-nine," so far as I 
have discovered, have left no record of their understand- 
ing upon the dhect question of the control of Slavery in 
the federal territories. But there is much reason to be- 
lieve that their understanding upon that question would 
not have appeared different from that of their twenty- 
three compeers, had it been manifested at ail. 

For the purpose of adhering rigidly to -the text, I have 
purposely omitted whatever understanding may have 
been manifested, by any person, however distinguished, 
other than the thirty-nine fathers who framed the original 
Constitution ; and, for the same reason, I have also omit- 
ted whatever understanding may have been manifested 
by any of the ** thirty -nine" even, on any other phase of 
the general question of Slavery. If we should look into 
their acts and declarations on those other phases, as the 
foreign slave-trade, and the morality and policy of 
Slavery generally, it would appear to us that on* the di- 
rect question of federal control of Slavery in federal 
territories, the sixteen, if they had acted at all, would 
probably have acted just as the twenty-three did. 
Among that sixteen were several of the most noted anti- 
slavery men of those times— as Or. Franklin, Alexander 
Hamilton, and Qouverneur Morris — while there was not 
one now known to have been otherwise, unless it may be 
John Rutledge, of South Carolina. 

The sum of the whole is, that of our *' th'rty-nine" 
fathers who framed the original Constitution, twenty- 
one — a clear majority of the whole — certainly understood 
that no proper division of local from federal authority 
nor any part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal 
Government to control Slavery in the federal ter. itories, 
while all the rest probably had tlie same understanding. 
Such, unquestionably, was the understanding of our 
fathers who framed the original Constitution ; aud the 
text affirms that they understood the question better 
than we. 

But, so Car, I have been considering the understanding 
of the question manifested by the framers of the original 
GonsUtution. In and by the original instrument, a mode 
was provided for amending it ; and, as 1 have already 
stated, the present frame of Government under which 
we live consists of that original, aud twelve amendatory 
articles framed and adopted since. Those who now insist 
that federal control of Slavery in federal territories vio- 
lates the Constitution, point us to the provisions which 
they suppose it thus violates ; and, as I understand, they 
all fix upon provisions in these amendatory articles, and 
not in the original instrument. The Supreme Court, in 
the Dred Scott case, plant themselves upon the fifth 
amen(kaent, which provides that '* no person shall be de 
prived of property without due process of law ;" while 
Senator Douglas and his peculiar adherents plant them- 
selves upon the tenth amendment, providing that '* the 
powers not granted by the Constitution, are reserved to 
the States respectively, and to the people." 

Now, it so happens that these amendments were f^agied 
b; the first Congress which sat under the Constitution^ 
the identical Congress which passed the act already men- 
tioned, enforcing the prohibition of Slavery in the north- 
western Territory. Not only was it the same Congress, 
but they were the identical, same individual men, who, 
at the same session, and at the same time within the ses- 
sion, had under consideration, and in progress toward 
maturity, these Constitutional amendments, and this act 
prohibiting Slavery in all the Territory the nation then 
owned. The Constitutional amendmenU were introduced 
before, and passed after the act enforcing the Ordinance, 
of '87 ; 80 that during the whole pendency of the act to 
enforce the ordinance, the Constituilonal amendments 
were also pending. 

That Congress, consisting in all of seventy -six mem- 
bers, including sixteen of the framers of the original Con- 
stitution, as before stated, were preeminently our fathers 
who framed tliat part of the Government under which we 
live, which, is now claimed as forbidding the Federal 
Government to control Slavery in the Federal Territories. 
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It ift Dot a little presumptuous in any one at this day to 
affirm that the two things Which that Congress deliber- 
ately framed, and carried to maturity at the same time, 
are absolutely inconsistent with each other ? And does 
not such affirmation become impudently absurd when 
coupled with the other affirmation, from the same mouth, 
that those who did the two things alleged to be inconsis- 
tent understood whether they really were inconsistent 
better than we— better than he who affirms that they are 
Inconsistent f 

It is surely safe to asAime that the " thirty-nine " 
fjramers of Uie original Constitution, and the seventy-six 
members of the Congress which framed the amendments 
thereto, taken together, do certainly include those who 
may be fairly called ** our fathers who framed the Gor- 
ernment under which we live." And so assuming, I 
defy any man to show that any one of them ever, in his 
whole life, declared that, in his understanding, any 
proper division of local from federal authority, or any 
part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal Govern- 
ment to control as to Slavery in the federal territories. 
I go a step further. I defy any one to show that any 
living man in the whole world ever did, prior to the be- 
ginning of the present century (and I might almost say 
prior to the beginning of the last half of the present cen- 
tury) declare that, in his understanding, any proper 
division of local from federal authority, or any part of 
the Constitution, forbade the Federal Government to 
control as to Slavery in the federal territories. To those 
who now so declare, I give, not only ** our fathers who 
framed the Government under wliich we live." but with 
them ail other living men within the century in which it 
was framed, among whom to search, and they shall not be 
able to find the evidence of a single man agreeing with 
tiietn. 

Now, and here, let me guard a little against being mis- 
anderstood.' I do not mean to say we are bound to follow 
implicitly in whatever our fathers did. To do so, would be 
to discard all the lights of current experience — to r^ect 
.all progress— all improvement. What I do say is, that if 
•we would supplant the opinions and policy of our fathers 
in any case, we should do so upon evidence so conclusive, 
and argument so clear, that even their great authority, 
lialriy considered and weighed, cannot stand ; and modt 
surely not In a case whereof we ourselves declare they 
understood the question better than we. 

U any man, at this day, sincerely believes that a 
prup«r division of local from federal authority, or any 
pari, of the Constitution, forbids the Federal Government 
tw eouirol as to Slavery in the federal territories, he is 
rignt to say so, and to enforce his position by all truthful 
evidenee and fair argument which he can. Uut he has no 
right to mislead others, who have less access to history 
and less leisure to study it. Into the false belief that " our 
fathers, who framed the Government under which we 
live," were of the same opinion— thus substituting false- 
hood and deeeption for truthful evidence and fair argu- 
ment. U any man at this day sincerely believes **uur 
fathers, who framed the Government under which we 
live," used and applied principles, In other cases, which 
ougtit to have led them to understand that a proper 
division of local from federal authority or some part of the 
Constitution, forbids the federal government to control 
as to Slavery in the Federal Territories, he is right to say 
so. But he should, at the same time, brave the responsi- 
bility of declaring that. In his opinion, he understands 
tiieir principles better than they did themselves ; and 
especially should he not shirk that responsibility by as- 
serting that they ^ understood the question Just as well, 
and even better, than we do now." 

But enough. Let all who believe that ** our fathers, 
who framed the Government under which we live, under- 
stood the question Just as well, and even better, than we 
do now," speak as they spoke, and act as they acted upon 
it. This is all Republicans ask— all Republicans desire- 
in relation to Slavery. As those fathers marked it. so let 
it be again marked, as an evil not to be extended, but to be 
tolerated and protected only because of and so far as Its 
actual presence among us makes that toleration and pro- 
tection a necessity. Let all the guaranties those fathers 
gave it, be not grudgingly, but fully and fairly, main- 
tained. For this Republicans contend, and with this, so 
far as I know or believe, they will be content. 

And now, if they would listen, as I suppose they will 
not, I would address a few words to the southern peo- 
ple. 

I would say to them : Ton conrider yourselves a reason- 
Able and a Just people ; and I consider that in the general 
(qualities of reason and Justice you are not Inferior to any 
•other people. Still, when you speak of ua Republicans, 
you do so only to denounce us as reptiles, or, at the best, 
.as no better than outlaws. You WUl grant a hearing to 
ipirates or murderers, but nothing like it to " Black Bepub- 



licans." In all your contentions with one another, each 
of you deems an unconditional condemnation of ** Black 
Republicanism" as the first thing to be attended to. In- 
de^such condemnation of us seems to be an indispensa- 
ble prerequisite — ^license, so to speak, among you to be ad- 
nUtt«d or permitted to speak at alL 

Now, can yon, or not, be prevailed upon to pause and to 
consider whether this is quite Just to us, or even to your^ 
selves ? 

Bring forward your charges and specifications, and then 
be patient long enough to hear us deny or Justify. 

You say we are sectionaL We deny it. That makes an 
issue : and the burden of pfoof is upon you. You pro- 
duce your proof; and what is it? Why, that our party 
has no existence in your section — ^gets no votes in your 
section. The fact Is substantially true ; but does it prove 
the issue? If it does, then in case we should, wfthout 
change of principle, begin to get votes in your section, w« 
should thereby cease to be sectionaL You cannot escape 
this conclusion; and yet, are you willing to abide by it? 
If you are, you will probably soon find that we have 
ceased to be sectional, for we shall get votes in your sec- 
tion this very year. You will then begin to discover, aa 
the truth plainly Is, that your proof does not touch the 
issue. The fact that we get no votes in your section is a 
fact of your maldng, and not of ours. And if there bo 
fault In that fact, that fault Is primarily yours, and re- 
mains so until you show that we repel you by some wrong 
principle or practice. If we do repel you hj anv wrong 
principle or practice, the fault Is ours ; but this brmgs yoa 
to where you ought to have started — ^to a discussion of the 
right or wrong of our principle. If our principle, put in 
practice, would wrong your section for the benefit of ours, 
or for any other object, then our principle, and we with it^ 
are sectional, and are Justly opposed and denounced as 
such. Meet us, then, on the question of whether our prin- 
ciple, put in practice, would wrong your section ; and so 
meet it as if It were possible that something may be said 
on our side. Do you accept the challenge? No? Then 
you really believe that the principle which our fathers who 
framed the Government under which we live thou^^t so 
clearly right as to adopt it, and indorse it again and 
again, upon their official oaths, is, in fact, so clearly 
wrong as to demand your condemnation without a mo- 
ment's consideration. 

Some of you delight to flaunt in our faces the warning 
against sectional parties given by Washington in his 
Farewell Address. Less than eight years before Wash- 
ington gave that warning he .had, as President of the 
UMted States, approved and signed an act of Congress en- 
forcing the prohibition of Slavery in the northwestern Terri- 
tory, which act embodied the policy of the Grovemment 
upon that subject, up to and at the very moment he 
penned that warning; and about one year after he penned 
it he wrote Lafayette, that he considered that prohibition 
a wise measure, expressing in the same connection bis 
hope that we should sometime have a confederacy of freo 
States. 

Bearing this in mind, and seeing that sectionalism hat 
since arisen upon this same subject, is that warning a 
weapon In your hands against us, or, in our hands, against 
you ? Could Washington himself speak, would he cast the 
bUme of that sectionalism upon us, who sustain his policy, 
or upon you, who repudiate it? We respect that warning 
of Washington, and we commend It to you, together with 
his example pointing to the right application of it. 

But you say you are conservative— eminently conserva- 
tive — ^whlle we are revolutionary, destructive, or some- 
tMngof the sort. What Is conservatism? Is it not ad- 
herence to the old and tried, against the new and untried f 
We stick to, contend for, the identical old policy on the 
point in controversy which was adopted by our fathers 
who framed the Government under which we live ; while 
you, with one accord, reject, and scout, and spit upon that 
old .policy, and insist upon substitutmg something new. 
True, you disagree among yourselves as to what that sub- 
sUtute shall be. You have considerable variety of new 
propositions and plans, but you are unanimous in rejecting 
and denouncing the old policy of the fathers. Some of 
you are for reviving the foreign slave-trade ; some for a con- 
gressional slave-code for the Territories: some for Con- 
gress forbidding the Territories to prohibit Slavery within 
their limits ; some for maUitidnIng Slavery in the Territo- 
ries through the Judiciary ; some for the " gur-reat pur-rin- 
clple" that " if one man would enslave another, no third 
person should object," fantastically called " Popular So- 
vereignty :" but never a man among you in favor of fede- 
ral prohibition of Slavery in Federal Territories, accordin^f 
to the practice of our fathers who framed the Government 
under which we live. Not one of all your various plant 
can show a precedent or an advocate in the century with- 
in which our Government originated. Consider, then, 
whether your claim of conservatism for yourselves, and 
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your charge of destructireneas against us, are based on 
U\e most clear and stable foundations. 

Again, you say we have made the Slavery question 
more prominent than it formerly was. We deny it. We 
admit that it is more prominent, but we deny tliat we 
made it so. It was not we, but you, who discarded the 
old policy of the fathes. We resisted, and still resist, 
your innovation ; and thence comes the greater promi- 
nence of the question. Would you have that question re- 
duced to its former proportions ? Go back to that old 
policy. What has been will be again, under the same 
conditions. If you would have the peace of the old 
times, re-adopt the precepts and policy of the old times. 

You charge that we stir up insurrections among your 
slaves. We deny it ; and what is your proof? llarper^s 
Ferry 1 John Brown ! John Brown was no Republican ; 
and you have failed to implicate a single Republican in 
his Uarper^s Ferry enterprise. If any member of our 
party is guilty in that matter, you know it, or yon do not 
know it. If you do know it, you are inexcusable to not 
designate the man, and prove the fact. Ifyoudonot 
know it, you are inexcusable to assert it-, and espeeUlly 
to persist in the assertion after you have tried and failed 
to make the proof. YfU need not be told that persisting 
in a charge which one does not know to be true, is sim- 
ply a malicious slander. 

Some of you admit that* no Republican designedly 
aided or encouraged the Uarper*s Ferry affair ; 'but still 
insist that our doctrines and declarations necessarily 
lead to such results. We do not believe it. We know 
we hold to no doctrine, and make no declarations, which 
were not held to and made by our fathers who framed 
the (rovernment under which we live. You never dealt 
fairly by us in relation to this affair. When it occurred, 
some important State elections were near at hand, and 
you were in evident glee with the belief that, by cliarg- 
ing the blame upon us, you could get an advantage of us 
in those elections. The elections cauie, and your ex- 
pectations were not quite fulfilled. Every Republican 
. man knew that, as to himself at least, your charge was a 
slander, and he was not much inclined by it to cast ht8 
vote in your favor. Republican doctrines and declara- 
tions are accompanied with a continual protest against 
any interferenca. whatever with your slaves, or with you 
about your slaves. Surely, this does not encourage tiiem 
to revolt. True, we do, in common with our fathers, who 
framed the Government under which we live, declare 
our belief that Slavery is wrong ; but tlie slaves do not 
hear us declare even this. For anything we say or do, 
the slaves would scarcely know there is a Republican 
party. I believe they would not, in fact, generally know 
it but for your misrepresentations of us, in their hearing. 
In your political contests among yourselves, each fac- 
tion charges the other with sympathy with Black Re- 
publicanism; and then, to give point to the charge, 
dsfines Black Republicanism to simply be insurrection, 
blood and thunder among the slaves. 

Slave Insurrections are no more common now than 
they were before the Republican party was organised. 
What Induced the Southampton insurrection, twenty-^ 
eight years ago, in which, at least, three times as many 
lives were lost as at Harper's Ferry ? You can scarcely 
stretch your very elastic fancy to the conclusion that 
Southampton was got up by Black Republicanism. In 
the present state of things in the United States, 1 do not 
think a general, or even a very extensive slave insurrec- 
tion, is possible. The indispensable concert of action 
cannot be attained. The slaves have no means of rapid 
communication ; nor can incendiary free men, black or 
white, supply it. The explosive materials are every- 
where in parcels ; but there neither are, nor can be sup- 
plied, the indispensable connecting trains. 

Much b said by Southern people about the affection of 
slaves for their masters and mistresses ; and a part of it, 
at least, is true. A plot for an uprising could scarcely be 
devised and communicated to twenty individuals before 
some one of them, to save the life of a favorite master or 
mistress, would (Uvulge it. This is the rule; and the 
slave-revolution in Haytl was not an exception to it, but a 
case occurring under peculiar circumstances. The gun- 
powder plot of British history, though not connected with 
slaves, was more in point. In that case, only al>out twenty 
were admitted to the secret ; and yet one of them, in his 
anxiety to save a friend, betrayed the plot to that friend, 
and, by consequence, averted the calamity. Occasional 
poisonings from the kitchen, and open or stealthy assassi- 
nations m the field, and local revolts extending to a score 
or so, will continue to occur as the natural results of Sla- 
very ; but no general insurrection of slaves, as I think, can 
happen in this country for a long time. Whoever much 
fears, or much hopes, for such an event, will be alike dis- 
appointed. 
Ir the language of Mr. JefTenon, uttered many yean 



ago, ^^ it is still in our power to direct the process of eman- 
cipation, and deportation, peaceably, and in such slow 
degrees, as that (jie evil will wear off insensibly ; and their 
places be, pari passu^ filled up by free white laborers. 
If, on the contrary, it is left to force itself on, human na- 
ture must shudder at the prospect held up." 

Mr. Jefferson did not mean to say, nor do I, that the 
power of emancipation is in the Federal Government. He 
spoke of Virginia ; and, as to the power of emancipation, 
I speak of the slaveholding States only. 

The Federal Government, however, as we Insbt, has the 
power of restraining the extension of the institution— tho 
power to insure that a slave insurrection shall never occur 
on any American soil which is now tr^e firom Slavery. 

John Brown's effort was peculiar. It was not a slave in- 
surrection. It was an attempt by white men to get up a 
revolt among slaves, in which the slaves refused to partici- 
pate. In fact, it was so absurd that the slaves, with ail 
their ignorance, saw plainly enough it could not succeed. 
That lUIair, in its philosophy, corresponds with many at- 
tempts related in history, at the assassination of Kings and 
Emperors. An enthusiast broods over the oppression of a 
people till he fancies liimseif commissioned by Heaven to 
liberate them. He ventures the attempt, wliich ends in 
little else than in -his own execution. Orsini's attempt on 
Louis Napoleon, and John Brown^s attempt at Harper's 
Ferry, were, in their philosophy, precisely the same. The 
eagerness to cast blame on old England in the one case, 
and on New Enghud in the other, does not dIq;>rove the 
sameness of the two ttkings. 

And how much would it avail you, if you could, by the 
use of John Brown, Helper's book, and the like, break up 
the Republican organisation ? Human action can be mod- 
ified to some extent, but human nature cannot be changed. 
There is a Judgment and a feeling against Slavery in this 
nation, which cast at least a million and a half of votes. 
You cannot destroy that Judgment and feeling — that sen- 
timent — by breaking up the political organisation which 
rallies around it. You can scarcely scatter and disperse 
an army wliich has been formed into order in the face of 
your heaviest fire, but if you could, how much would you 
gain by forcing the sentiment which created it out of the 
peaceful cliunnel of the ballot box, into some other chan- 
nel ? What would that other channel probably be ? Would 
the number of John Browns be lessened or ei^ged by the 
operation ? 

But you will break up the Union rather than submit to a 
denial of your constitutional rights. 

That has a somewhat reckless sound ; but it would be 
palliated, if not fully Justified, were we proposing, by the 
mere force of numbers, to deprive you of some right, 
plainly written down in the Constitution. But we are pro- 
posing no such thing. ';. 

When you make these declarations, you have a specific 
and well-understood lUlusion to an assumed constitutional 
right of yours, to take slaves Into the federal territories, 
and to hold them there as property. But no such right is 
specifically written in the Constitution. That instrument 
]a literally silent about any such right. We, on the con- 
trary, deny that such a r^ht has any existence in the Con- 
stitution, even by implication. 

Your purpose, then, plidnly stated. Is, that you will 
destroy the Government, unless you be allowed to con- 
st' ue and enforce the Constitution as you please, on all 
points in dispute between you and us. You will rule or 
ruin in all events. 

This, plainly stated, is your language to us. Perhaps 
you will Kay the Supreme Court has decided the disputed 
Constitutional question In your favor. Not quite so. 
But waiving the lawyer's distinction between didwn and 
decision, the Courts have decided the question for you 
In a sort of way. Tho Courts have substantially said, it 
is your Constitutional right to take slaves into the 
federal territories, and to hold them tb«re as property. 

When I say the decision was made in a sort of way, I 
mean it was made in a divided Court by a bare majority 
of the Judges, and they not quite agreeing with one 
another in the reasons for making it ; that it is so made 
as that its avowed supporters disagree with one another 
about its meaning, and that it was mainly based upon a 
mistaken statement of fact— the statement in the opinion 
that ** the right of property in a slave is distinctly and 
expressly affirmed in the Constitution." 

An Inspection of the Constitutioa will show that the 
right of property in a slave is not distinctly and expressly 
affirmed in it. Bear in mind the Judges do not pledge 
their Judicial opinion that such is right is impliedly af- 
firmed in the Constitution ; but they pledge their veracity 
that it Is dstinctly and expressly affirmed there— ^' dis- 
tinctly," that Is, not mingled with anything else—" ex- 
pressly," that is, in words meaning Just that, without the 
aid of any Inference, and susceptible of no other meaning. 
If they had only pledged their judicial opinion that 
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gach light b affirmed ia the instrutnent by implication, 
It would be open to others to ahovr that neither the word 
" slave*' nor " Slavery" is to be found in the Oon«tita- 
tlon, nor the word '* property" even, in any connection 
with the language alluding to the things slave, or Slavery, 
and that wherever in that instrument the slave is alluded 
to, he is called a " person ;" and wherever his master's 
legal right in relation to him is alluded to, it is spolcen of 
as *' service or labor due," as a "dbbt" payable tn 
service or labor. Also, it would be open to show, by 
contemporaneous history, that this mode of allading to 
slaves and Slavery, instead of speaking of them, was em- 
ployed on purpose to exclude from the Constitution the 
idea that there could be property in man. 

To show all this is easy and certain. 

When this obvious mistake of the Judges shall be 
brought to their notice, it is not reasonable to expect 
'that they will withdraw the mistaken statement, and 
reconsider the conclusion based upon it f 

And then it is to be remembered that '* our fathers, who 
framed the Government under which we live" — ^the men 
who made the Oonstitution— decided this same Constitu- 
tional question in our favor, long ago— decided it without 
a division among themselves, when making the decision ; 
without division among themsdves about the meaning 
of it after it was made, and so far as any evidence is 
left, without basing tt upon any mistaken statement of 
facts. 

Under all these circumstances, do you really feel 
yourselves justified to break upb this Government, un- 
less such a court decision as yours is shall be at once 
submitted to as a conclusive and final rule of political 
action f 

But you will not abide the election of a Republican 
President. In that supposed event, you say, you will 
destroy the Union ; and then, you say, the great crime of 
having destroyed it will be upon us ? 

That is cool. A highwayman holds a pistol to my ear, 
and mutters through hb teeth, " stand and deliver, or I 
shall kill you, and then you will be a murderer 1" 
. To be sure, what the robber demanded of me — my 
money — was my own ; and I had a clear right to keep 
it ; but it was no more my own than my vote b my own ; 
and the threat of death to me to extort my money, and 
the threat of destruction to the Union, to extort my 
YOte, can scarcely be dbtingubhed in principle. 

A few words now to Republicans. It is exceedingly 
desirable that all parts of thb great Confederacy shall 
be at peace, and in harmony, one with another. Let us 
Republicans do our part to have it so. Even though 
much provoked, let us do nothing through passion and 
111 temper. Even though the southern people will not so 
much as Ibten to us, let us calmly consider their 
demands, and yield to them if, in our deliberate view of 
our duty, we possibly can. Judging by all they say and 
do, and by the subject and nature of their controversy 
with us, let us determine, if we can, what will satbty them? 

Will they be satisfied if the Territories be uncondition- 
ally surrendered to them 1* We know they will not. In 
all their present complaints against us, the Territories are 
scarcely mentioned. Invasions and iusurreotions are the 
rage now. Will it satisfy them if, in the future, we have 
nothing to do with invasions and insurrections? We 
know it will not. We so know tiecause we know we never 
had anything to do with invasions and insurrections ; 
and yet this total abstaining does not exempt us from the 
charge and the denunciation. 

The question recurs, what will satisfy them f Simply 
thb : We must not only let them alone, but we must, 
somehow, convince them that we do let them alone. This, 
we know by experience, is no easy task. We have been 
so trying to convince them, from the very beginning of 
our organisation, but with no success. In ail our plat- 
forms and speeches we have constantly protested our pur- 
pose to let them alone ; but this has had no tendency to 
convihce them. Alike unavailing to convince them is 
the fact that they have never detected a man of us in 
any attempt to dbturb them. 



These natural, and apparently adequate means all fail- 
ing, what will convince them t This, and this only : 
cease to call Slavery wranfff and join them in calling it 
right. And this must be done thorongiily— done in acto 
as well 03 in words. Silence will not be tolerated — we 
must place ourselves avowedly with them. Douglas's 
new sedition law must be enacted and enforced, suppress- 
ing all declarations that Slavery b wrong, whether made 
in politics, in presses, in pulpits, or in private. We must 
arrest and return their fugitive slaves with greedy 
pleasure. We must pull down our Free State constitutions. 
The whole atmosphere must be disinfected from all taint 
of opposition to Slavery, before they will cease to believe 
that all their troubles proceed from us. 

I am quite aware they do not state their case precisely 
in thb way. Most of* them would probably say to us, 
*' Let us alone, do nothing to us, and say what you please 
about Slavery." But we do let them alone— have never 
dbturbed them — so that, after all, it is what we say, 
which dissatisfies them. They will continue to accuse us 
of doing, until we cease saying. 

I am also aware they have not, as yet, in terms, 
demanded the overthrow of our Free State Constitutions. 
Yet those constitutions declare the wrong of Slavery, 
with more solemn emphasis, than do all other sayings 
against it; and when all tliese other sayings shall have 
been silenced, the overthrow of Uiese constitutions will 
be demanded, and nothing be left to resist the demand. 
It is nothing to the contrary, that they do not demand the 
whole of this Just now. Demanding what they do, and 
for the reason they do, they can voluntarily stop nowhere 
short of this consummation. Holding, as they do, that 
Slavery is morally right, and socially elevating, they can* 
not cease to demand a full national recognition of it, as 
a legal right, and a social blessing. 

Nor can we Justifiably withhold this, on any ground 
save our conviction that Slavery is wrong. If Slavery is 
right, all words, acts, laws, and constitutions against it, 
are themselves wrong, and should be silenced, and swept 
away. If it is right, we cannot justly object to its nation- 
ality — its universality ; if It is wrong, they cannot justly 
insist upon its extension— its enlargement. All they ask, 
we could readily grant, if we thought Slavery right ; all 
we ask, they could as readily grant, if they thought it 
wrong. Their thinking it right, and our thinking it 
wrong, is the precise fact upon which depends the wuole 
controversy. Thinking it right, as they do, they are not 
to blame for desiring its full recognition, as being right ; 
but, thinking it wrong, as we do, can we yield to them? 
Can we cast our votes with their view, and against our 
own f In view of our moral, social, and political respon- 
sibilities, can we do this ? 

Wrong as we think Slavery is, we can yet afford to let 
it alone where it is, because that much is due to ih« 
necessity arising from its actual presence in the nation ; 
but can we, while our votes will prevent it, allow it to 
spread into «he National Territories, and to overrun us 
here in these Free States f 

If our sense of duty forbids this, then let us stand by 
our duty, fearlessly and effectively. Let us be diverted by 
none of those sophbtical contrivances wherewith we are 
so industriously plie<i and belabored — contrivances such 
as groping for some middle ground between the right ^nd 
the wrong, vain as the search for a man who should be 
neither a living man nor a dead man^^such as-a policy 
of ^ don*t care" on a question about which all true men 
do care — such as Union appeals beseeching true Union 
men to yield to Disunionists, reversing the divine rule, 
and calling, not the sinners, but the righteous to repent- 
ance— «uch as invocations to Washington, imploring men 
to unaay what Washington said, and undo what Washing- 
ton did. 

Neither let us be slandered from our duty by false 
accusations against us, nor frightened from it by menaces 
of destruction to the Government, nor of dungeons to 
ourselves. Let us have faith that right makes might, and 
in that faith, let us, to the end, dare to do our duty, aa 
we understand it. 
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SPEECH AT EEANKFORT, KY. 



Thb Hon. John C. Brsckinridgr delivered 
the following speech on the general political 
topics of the day before the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky at Frankfort in Dec. 1869. Mr. Breckin- 
ridge had been recently elected to the United 
States Senate* by the Kentucky Legislature; 
and after returning his thanks for the distin- 
guished honor, and promising to serve the State 
to the best of his ability, he continued as 
follows : 

The election took place on Monday. The day before 
I received a letter signed by a number of gentlemen in 
the Legislature, asking my opinion in reference to the 
Dhej) Scott decision, in reference to Territorial Sover- 
eignty, and the power of Congress to protect the property 
of citizens within the Territories. I received that letter 
with profound respect, and only regret it did not come 
to iny hands in time, that I might answer it before the 
election. But yet I am glad that I could not answer it 
before that day, for your choice is a sort of indorsement 
of my soundness upon those questions. I confess I was 
somewhat gratified that the election took place before 
I had those questions to answer. It was utterly impossi- 
ble for me to have returned an answer before the time 
fixed by your law for the election, but, I never intended 
to fail in this answer. 1 never should have failed. Had 
It been one who signed it, instead of twenty, the result 
would have been precisely the same. 

Besides this, it would have been of but little conse- 
quence, be the answer before or after. I belong to that 
school of politics that believes in instruction, and when- 
ever I am not ready to receive the instructions of the 
btate, I stand ready to give back the trust confided in 
my hands. 

THE DRKD SCOTT DECISION. 

Gentlemen, I bow to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States upon every question within its 
proper jurisdiction, whether it corresponds with my pri- 
vate opinion or not ; only, I bow a trifle lower when it 
happens to do so, as the decision in the Dred Scott case 
does. I approve it in all its parts as a sound exposition 
uf the law and constitutional rights of the States, and 
citizens that inhabit them. (Applause.) It may not be 
improper for me here to add that so great an interest did 
i take in that decision, and in its principles being sus- 
tained and understood in the commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky, tliat I took the trouble, at my own cost, to print 
or have printed a large edition of that decision to scat- 
ter it over the State, and unless the mails have miscar- 
ried, there is scarcely a member elected to the Legisla- 
ture who has not received a copy with my frank. 

To approve the decision of the Supreme Court In the 
Dred Scott case would seem to settle the whole question 
of Territorial Sovereignty, as I think will presently ap- 
pear; but, in order that no one may misunderstand 
my views on that question, I will, with your leave, de- 
tain you with a brief review of what was done as to the 
Slavery question up to the time of that decision, refer- 
ring also to the duties imposed by it. 

THE MISSOURI LINE. 

I was in the Congress of tlie United States when that 
Missouri line was repealed. I never would have voted for 
any bUl organizing the Territory of Kansas as long as that 
odious stigma upon our institutions remained upon the 
statute-book. I voted cheerfully for its repeal, and in do- 
ing tliat I cast no reflection upon the wise patriots who 
acquiesced in it at the time it was established. It was re- 



pealed, and we passed the act known as the Kansas-Ne* 
braska bllf. The Abolition, or quaM Abolition party of 
the United States were constantly contending that it was 
the right of Congress to prohibit Slavery in the common 
Territories of the Union. The Democratic party, aided by 
most of the gentlemen ^m the boutii, took the opposite 
view of the case. Our object was. If possible, to withdraw 
that question f^om the Halls of Congress, and place it 
where it could no longer risk the public welfare and the 
public interest. In the Congress of the United States it 
had been agitated all the time, to the disadvantage of the 
South ; accordingly (I have not a copy of the bill before 
me now, but I remember it« leading provisions), a bill was 
passed, repealing the Missouri line, and learing those Ter- 
ritories upQn the contract and the assertion that the biU 
made. Did we intend by it to leg^late Slavery into Kan- 
sas and Nebraska ? We denied that, and deiued it upon 
the face of the bill itself. The settlement thus Aiade, af* 
terward received the approyal of the people of the whole 
country. The bill said witmn itself, not that we intend to 
legislate Slavery into the Territories, but to leave the peo- 
ple free to form their own domestic institutions, subject 
only to the Constitution of the United States. That was 
as much as we could agree upon. There was a point upon 
which we could not agree. A considerable portion of the 
Northern Democracy held that Slavery was in derogation 
of common right, and could only exist by force of positive 
law. They contended that the Constitution did not furnish 
that law, and that the slaveholder could not go into the 
Territories with his" slaves with the Constitution to author- 
ize him in holding his slaves as property, or to protect him. 
The South, generally, without distinction of party, held the 
opposite view. They held that the citizens of all the 
States may go with whatever was recognised by the Con- 
stitution as property, and enjoy it. That did not seem to 
be denied to any article of property except slaves. Ac* 
cordingly, the bill contidned the provision, that any ques- 
tion in reference to Slavery should be referred to the court 
of the United States, and the understanding was, that what- 
ever the judicial decision should be, it would be binding 
upon all parties, not only by virtue of the agreement, but 
under the obligation of the citizens to respect the author- 
ity of the legally constituted courts of the country. 

WHAT HB SAID IN 1856. 

It was under these chrcumstances, while the Territory of 
Kansas was in a state of commotion, and when that ques- 
tion had not been determined by the courts, that the can- 
vass of 1856 came on. It became my duty, by the re- 
quest of my friends, to visit the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Michigan and Pennsylvania. In all those States I made 
speeches. In all those States I uttered the same opinions 
and declared the same principles that I have ever done In 
the commonwealth of Kentucky, and am ready to do again. 
None other 1 

It has been charged that the Democratic party of the 
country, and particularly of the South, desired to employ 
the Federal Government for the purpose 6f propagating 
Slavery and slave legislation in the Territories. I denied 
that the Democratic party deshred to use the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the propagation of Slavery, and I never con- 
ceded what we believed to be our constitutional right to its 
protection, and what the decision of the Supreme Court 
has allowed to be our right, I said— yes I I did say that the 
Democratic party of this country. In its federal aspect, 
was neither a PrO-Slavery nor an Anil-glavery party, but 
a constitutional party, and I repeat it here to-night. (Ap- 
plause.) I do not believe It is. I do not believe that the 
Federal Government was organized for either purpose, but 
to protect the rights adjuiiicated by the courts. All 
these belong to the States themselves. 

These were the'declaratlonsthat I made, of which some- 
thing has been heard in all the States. I made the 
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declarations that I am willing to make before my own 
constitaents ; I made the declarations that I am willing 
to stand here and repeat. (Applause. ) We had confl- 
denee in onr own riew of onr own rights. Our northern 
friends had their views. It was a paradoxical question, 
and we gare it to the Conrts. 

Well, the Courts did decide the rery question, which 
had been submitted to them, not upon a case flrom Kan- 
sas, but in another case. Without going into the argu- 
ment, for tf me does not permit of that, let me giro you 
the conclusion. In the opUiion of the Court in the case 
of Dred Scott, it is said : 

" Upon these considerations, it is the opinion of thA Court 
that the act of Congress which prohibits a citixen flrom holding 
and owning property of this kind in the Terriiory of the 
United Stales, north of the line herein mentioned^ is not 
warranted by the Constitution, and Is therefore v(Ad ; aLd that 
neither Dred Soott himself nor any of his fkmlly were made 
free by being carried into this Territory, even If they bad 
been oarried there by the owner, with the intention of becom- 
ing a permanent resMent" 

Again: 

*' The powers orer person and property of which we q>eak, 
are not only not granted to Congress, but are In express terms 
denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. And this 
prohibition Is not eonflned to the States, but the words ar^ 
general, and extend to the whole territory orer which the 
Constitution gives It power to legislate, Including those por- 
tions of it remaining under Territorial goremment, as well as 
that covered by States. It Is a total absence of power every- 
where within the dominion of the United States, and places 
the citizen of a Territory, so Ikr as those rights are concerned, 
on the same foottng with citixens of the States, and guards 
them as firmly and plainly against any Inroads which the 
Ceneral Government might attempt, under the plea of imptted 
or incidental power. And If Congress Itself cannot do tms— 
If It is bejrond the powers conferred on the Federal Govern- 
ment—it will be admitted, we presume, that it could not 
authorize a Territorial government to exerdse them. It 
eouli confer no power on any local government, established 
by its authority, to violate the provisions of the Constitution." 

Thus the highest conrtin the United States settled the 
Tery question referred to it as the disputed point, not leg- 
islative in its character, on which Congress could not 
agree when the Kansas-Nebraska bill passed. The view 
that we in the Southern States took of it was sustained, 
that In the Territories, the common property of the 
IJnion, pending their Territorial condition. Congress 
itself nor the Territorial OoTernment had the power to 
confiscate any description of property recognised in the 
States of the Union. The Court drew no distinction be- 
tween slaves and other property. It is true some foreign 
philanthropists and some fordgn writers do undertake to 
draw this distinction, but these distinctions have nothing 
to do with our system of Government. Onr Government 
rests not upon the speculations of philanthropic writers, 
but upon the plain understanding of a written constitution 
which determines It, and upon that alone. It Is the 
result of positive law; therefore we are not to look to 
the analogy of the supposed law of nations, but to regard 
the Constitution itself, which is the written expression of 
the respective powers of the Government and the rifl^ts 
of the States. 

UNrRIBNDLT LB0I8LATI0N. 

Well, that being the case, and it having been authorita- 
tively determined by the very tribunal to which it was re- 
ferred that Congress had no power to exclude slave 
property from the Territory, and Judiciously determined 
that the Territorial Legislatures, authorities created by 
OongreM, had not the power to exclude or confldcate 
slave property, I confess that I had not anticipated that 
the doctrines of nnflriendly legislation would be set up. 
Hence, I need not say to you that I do not believe in the 
doctrine of unfriendly legislation; that I do not believe In 
the authority of Territorial Legislatures to do by indirec- 
tion what they cannot do 'directly. I repose upon the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, as to 
the point that neither Congress nor the Territorial Legis- 
lature has the right to otMtruct or confiscate the property 
of any citiaen, slaves Included, pending the territorial 
condition. (Applause.) 

I do not see any escape fh>m that decision, if you 
admit that the question was a Judicial one ; if you admit 
the decision of the Supreme Court, and if you stand by 
the decision of the highest Court of the country. 

The Supreme Oonrf seems to have recogniaed it as the 
duty— as the duty of the Courts of this Union in their pro- 
per sphere to ezeonCe this eonstitutional right, thus 
adjudicated by the Sopreme Court, in the following lan- 
guage. In speakinff of the neaulsltion of territory, they 
pronounce it a potttleal question for Congress to deter- 
mine what territory th^ aeqnire and bow many. Now 
mark the words of the Oonrt : 



" And whatever the politieal department of the Government 
shall recognize as wiiMa the limits of the United States, the 
Judicial Department is also bound to recognize, and toad- 
minister in it the laws of the United States, so far as they apply, 
and to maintain in the territory the authority and rights of the 
Government, and also the political right and rights of property 
of individual citizens as secured by the Constitution. All we 
mean to say on this point is, that as there Is no express regu- 
lation In the Constitution defloing the power which the General 
Government may exercise over the person or property of a 
citizen in a ^rritory thus acquired, the Court mu^t necessarily 
look to the provisions and principles of the Constitution and it<i 
distribution of powers, for the rules and principles b> which 
its decision must be governed." 

So that in regard to slave property, as in regard to any 
other property recognized and guarded by ^e Constitu- 
tion, it Is the duty, according to the Supreme Court, of all 
the Courts of the country to protect and guard it by their 
decision, whenever the question Is brought before them. 
To wtilch I will only add this, that the Judicial decisions 
in our favor must be maintained-— these Judicial decisions 
in our favor must be sustained. (Applause.) 

8LATB CODE. 

If present remedies are adequate to sustain these de- 
cisions, I would have nothing more done. I, with many 
other public men in the country, believe they are able 
If they are not— if they cannot be enfbrced for want of 
the proper legislation to enforce them, sufficient legisla- 
tion must be passed, or our Government is a failure. 
(Applause.) Gentlemen, I see no escape from that con- 
clusion. 

At the same time, fellow-citixens, I make no hesitation 
in saying to you that I trust the time will never com^— 
I trust the time will never come when it may be deemed 
necessary fos the Congress of the United States In any 
form to Interfere with this question in the Territories. So 
far it has been only productive of evil to us, and it would 
portend only evil in the future. At present there is no 
question before Congress. No Southern Representative 
or Senator proposes legislation on that point — no com- 
plaint comes from any territory — there is no evidence 
that the existing laws and decisions of the Courts are not 
adequate to protect every description of property recog- 
nised by the several States. None whatever. Therefore, 
In my opinion, and I submit It humbly and with defe- 
rence, our true policy is not to anticipate trouble, but to 
let the matter rest upon the Executive, upon the existing 
laws, and upon the decisions of the Courts. (Applause.) 
1 will add this : we must never give up the principle, we 
must never give up the question that has been Judiciously 
decided, that this constitutional right exists. We must 
stand by that decision. We must hold to our constitu- 
tional rights, but I would never prematurely raise the 
question to distract the country, when there is no voice 
calling for U, North, East, South or West. (Applause.) 
I say we must hold to the principle — we must stand by it. 
We stand in a good position. We have the Executive, 
we have the laws, we have the decisions of the Courts, and 
that is a great advance from where we stood ten yean 
ago. 

I am glad — although we did not succeed as we desired 
in Kansas — I am glad that the territorial question is 
nearly fougiit out. It Is nearly fought out. I know of 
no existing Territory where this question can arise. As 
to the territory south of the line, where slave labor is 
really profitable, I have not a doubt but that the climate 
and interest, and the proximity of slaveholders, and the 
Constitution and laws, and the dbcislon of the Court, 
will sustain and protect us there in the full enjoyment of 
our rights, and in making Southern territory out of 
Southern soil. While I would not give up the principle, 
I never have l>elieved, and I do not believe now, in the 
possibility of Slavery planting itself in a territory against 
the determined opposition of the inhabitants, any more 
than I believe the institution of Slavery could continue in 
existence in Kentucky for three years against the desire 
of the voters of the Commonwealth, even with the con- 
stitutional restlctlons that are here thrown around it. 

Still, I would save the question and the principle, and 
never let go the constitutional right, because our protec- 
tion in the Union consists in a strict adherence to the 
provisions of the Constitution. When we allow an infrac- 
tion of the Constitution on any one point, we lose our 
claim to the okwervance of the whole. We shotild insist 
to the last that the Constitution of the country shall bo 
sustained in every pitrticular. (A voice— ^*^ Good.") 

TBI PBBIL or TBB COUKTBT. 

Fellow-citlsens, if you will allow me, I wilt offer yoo 
some observations upon another aspect of public affairs. 
We have been talking of things that concern us no more 
than they concern others, but we have questions to deter> 
mine that come nearer home— questions that come to oiu 
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ftresldea. According to mj humble Judgment, the con- 
dition of our country was nevt-r ro perilous as it is at 
this hour; and if things go drifting on as they huve of 
Ure, we shall have to determine questions of far nearer 
Titality tliaii the territorial question. 

I hope I do not speak in the spirit of an alarmist or a 
demagogue, but since I have been acquainted with public 
affairs (and men older and wiser than myself say the 
same thing) there never was a time when the interests of 
this Union were in so much peril, and when the feelings of 
our people were to much alienated as at this hour. 
Certainly if the aspect of affairs at Washington is In the 
slightest degree Indicative of the feeling elsewhere, that 
remark is truth. 

ITS CAUSE. 

Fellow-citizena^ the danger arises, in the opinion of 
our wisest and best men, Arom the character and purpose 
and aim of an organisation Iq the country called tlie Re- 
publican party. 

I do not think we fully realise what are the objects, 
purposes and aims of the Republican party, what it 
intends, and what would be the consequences to us of 
their success and dominion in the United States. If you 
will allow me, therefore, I have gathered together three 
or four facts— mere expressions — mere illustrations or 
examples, from many thousands of kindred characters, 
for the purpose of showing what its objects are— to show 
what we may expect to follow their success. 

HIS VIEWS or REPUBLICANISM. 



years ago, but 
Like all aggres- 
tl^ Republican 
ground that the 



have, dominance in the Northern States of the Union, to 
say of an institution of their Southern relatives they are 
harboring a relic of barbaiism? That shows you, fellow- 
citizens, their indomitable purpose, their deep-seated 
hate. I am sorry that it exists, but it is true, iiow can 
you expect a great political organization that oota ns 
power, to fail to exercise that power when in its op.niun 
this Union Is stained or defiled as to one-half, perhaps, 
of its inhabitants, by a relic of barbarism, which it class- 
es with the. crime of polygamy. 

SEWARD QUOTED, 

This is not all. I could have bi ought here the declar- 
ations of its representative and leading men from all 
parts of the Northern States, going infinitely further than 
is contained there. Allow me, however, to read one or 
two of the most striking from the most eminent of their 
leaders. I beg you, fellow-citizens, though they may be 
familiar, not to weary with a few extracts, for these ut- 
terances are the rallying cry of millions of men. I hold 
in my hand a speech delivered by a Senator of the State 
of New- York, who is to-day the most influential public 
man in this Union, on whose words millions hang, and 
by whose direction millions move. Is this the Constitu- 
tion and Union that our fathers founded ? 
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year, in a speech delivered at Rochester, that 
man uttered the following language : 



First is their platform, made three 
beyond which they have far advanced, 
sive organisations, the rear rank of 
party marches up and comes upon the 
advanced guard occupied months before, while the ad- 
vanced guard is going ahead. The Republicans are far 
in advance of their platform, but we have there enough 
to put us on our guard. 

What are our rights ? Have we not a right to have our 
fugitives returned ? If there is a plainer provision than 
that in the instrument, what is it ? Have we not a right 
to live in peace in this Union? What was the Constitu- 
tion formed for? When the Constitution was made, was 
it not made by brethren ? Was it not made that this 
political organisation should be carried on in peace and 
harmony f Have we not a right to demand of our sister 
Slates, that we may live together in peace with our 
respective State institutions, with our whole domestic 
pulioy f And is it not a gross violation of the Constitu- 
tion not to allow us to live in peace, as to refuse to return 
our fugitives from labor that have escaped into other 
States? Do they intend to do it? No, they do not. 
They begin by declaring the Declaration of Independence 
id a rule of our political action. Here is the declaration 
of the Republican platform, adopted three years ago, 
beyond which they have now far advanced : 

" Retolved, That with our Republican fkthers we hold it to 
be a self-evident truth that all men are endowed with the in- 
alienable right of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, 
and that the primary object and ulterior design of our Federal 
Government were to secure these rights to all persons under 
Its exclusive jurisdiction ; that as our Republiean fitthers, 
when they had abolished Slavery in all our national territory, 
ordained that no person should be deprived of life, liberty and 
property, without due process of law, It becomes our duty to 
maintain this provision of the Constitution against all attempts 
to violate it for the purpose of establishing fc^Iavery in the Ter- 
riiories of the United States by positive legislation, prohibiting 
lis existence or extension therein. 

This is a positive pledge, that as soon as that party 
obtains power, it will recognise the equality of the negro 
with the white man. Its object will be to give him those 
rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. To 
mtdntain that equality what follows ? Everybody knows 
that when they obtain the power in the District of Co- 
lumbia, they will abolish Slavery there ; when they ob- 
tain the power, they will undertake to abolish it in the 
forts, arsenals, and dock-yards of the United States 
throughout the South ; they will undertake to abolish the 
internal slave-trade. Already they declare that not 
another Slave State shall be admitted into the Union, 
and they will go beyond that. How can we expect to 
live in peace and harmony, when declarations of this 
sort are uttered : 

'* Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon Congress 
sovereign power over the Territories of the United States for 
Uielr government and that, In the exercise of this power, it is 
both ue right and the imperative duty of Congress, to prohibit 
in the Territories those twin relies of barbarism— polygamy 
aud Slavery." 

Is that in the spirit of our rerolutlonary ancestors ? 
Is it in the spirit of our revolutionary ancestors for a 
great and growing party, that now claims, and perhaps 
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" Our country is a theatre which exhibits, in full operation, 
two radically dllferent political systems ; the one resting ou 
the basis or servile or slave labor, the other on the basis of 
voluntary labor of fireemen. 

" The two systems are at once perceived to be incongruous. 
But they are more than incongruous. They are incompat- 
ible. They never have permanently existed together iu one 
country, and they never can. 

" Hitherto the two systems have existed in different States, 
but side by side within the American Union. This has hap- 
pened because the Union is a confederation of States. But on 
another aspect the United States constitute only one nation. 
Increase of population which is filling the States out to their 
very borders, together with a new and extended net-work of 
railroads and other avenues, and an Internal commerce which 
daily becomes more intimate, is rapidly bringing the iStatcs 
into a higher and more perfect social unity or consolidation. 
Thus these antagonistic systems are consUtutionaUy comhig 
into close contact and collision results." 

Tes, " collision ensues,** and his prophecy was fill- 
filled in less than twelve months after it was made. 

*' Shall I tell you what this collision means f It is an irre- 

{iressible conflict between opposing and enduring forces ; and 
t means that the United States must and will, sooner or later, 
become entirely a slaveholding nation, or eniirely a fi:*ee-labor 
nation. Either the cotton and rice fields of South Carolina, 
and the sugar plantations of Louisiana will ultimately be tilled 
by free labor, and Charleston and New-Orleans become marts 
for legitimate merchandise alone : or else the rye-fields and 
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and New- York must again be 
surrendered by their farmers to slave culture, and to the pro- 
duction of slaves, and Boston and New- York become once 
more markets for trade in the bodies and souls of men. It is 
the failure to apprehend this sreat truth that induces so many 
unsuccessful attempts at finaToompromlse' between the Slave 
and Free States, and it is the existence of this great faet that 
renders all such pretended compromises, when made, vain 
and ephemeraL" 

These things would have no consequence if they were 
the individual opinions of their author, but they are the 
opinions of a large and formidable and growing party in 
this Union ; of a party that now claims a majority in the 
House of Representatives, and which looks, at no very 
distant day, to have a majority in the Senate. I ask 
you if that was the Union formed by our fathers ? Did 
they anticipate such a political party would arise to de- 
clare that there " is an irrepressible conflict between op- 
posing and enduring forces " in the United States ? 

It is not my purpose to characterize or stigmatize this 
doctrine now, but to set forth .what we are to expect and 
what we are to meet. 

At a later period. In the Senate of the United States, 
that same distinguished Senator uttered the following 
language, (I well remember the occasion and the 
speech :) 

" A free Republican Government like this, notwithstanding 
all its constilutiooal checks, caauoi long resist and counteract 
the progress of society." 

They donH expect the provisions of the Constitution 
and its checks to prevent them from taking their onward 
progress. Indeed, they have a facility of construing 
that instrument, which makes it as dust in the balance. 
They construe it to authorize them not to return fugitive 
slaves ; to authorize them to make a war upon one half 
of the nation. There is no provision of the Constitution 
which has stood in their way as to any right of ours 
that we have claimed upon this geat question. Not 
only did he announce in the senate of the United States^ 
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that coDstitatfoDal checks cannot stand for any time 
against the progress of Northern opinion, bat, 

" Free labor," says Mr. Seward, *' has at last apprehended 
Its rights and its destiny, and is organiziug itself to aitsiune the 
go^eroment of the Bepubllc. it will henceforth meet you 
boldly and resolutely here (Washington ;> it will meet you 
every wiiere, in the Territories and out of them, wherever you 
may go to extend Slavery. It has driven you back in Caluor- 
ufa and in Kansas : it will invade you soon in Delaware, 
liaryland, Virginia, Missouri and Texas. It will meet you in 
Ari"*"*i in Central America, and even in Cuba." 

Not content with confining it to the Territories, he 
Adds: 

*' You may, indeed, get a start under or near the tropics, 
and seem safe for a time, but it will be only a short time, 
Kven there you will fouad States only Ibr free labor to main- 
tain and occupy. The interest of the white race demands the 
ultimate emancipation of all men. Whether that consumma- 
tion shall be allowed to take etfect, with needful and wise pre- 
cautions against sudden diange and disaster, or be hurried on 
by violence, is aU tliat remains for you to decide. Tiie wliite 
man needs this continent to labor upon. His head is clear, his 
arm is strong, and his necessaries are fixed. It is for your- 
selves and not for us to decide how long and through what 
further mortifications and disasters the contest shall be pro- 
tracted, before fireedom shall ei^oy her already assured 
tritunpn 1 You may refuse to yield it now, and ilor a short 

Seriod, but your refusal will only animate the friends of t'ree- 
om with tne courage and the resolution, and prodiice the 
union among them, which alone are necessary on theMpart, 
to attain the position itself simultaneously with the impendmg 
overthrow or the exciting Federal Administration, and the 
Constitution of a new and more independent Congress,"— and 
they ttiink they have that Congress. 

I tell you again, fellow-cltlzens, this Is not the opinion 
of Mr. SmfVAKO alone. It is Mr. Suwabo and, with one 
or two exceptions, the other Republican Senators in the 
Senate of the United States, and nine-tenths of the 
Kepublican members of the House of Representatives. 
Could that language have been uttered with impunity or 
been sustained at the epoch of 1779, when the ConsQtu- 
tion was formed f Did not the Constitution languish and 
Biop Just because there was some question about insert- 
ing these checlcs about the institution of the Southern 
States ? Were they not put into the Constitution by the 
g. eat men who formed it, and are not all the citizens of 
ail the States bound to respect the relations that exist 
between them, and to give the Southern States peace in 
tills Union ? How do you receive the declaration that 
there is an irrepressible conflict waging— -that the. e shall 
be no peace ? There is no use attempting to turf over 
the volcano, there is no use crying peace when there is 
no peace. It is the avowed purpose of the Republican 
party to agitate, agitate ; to overturn tlie Constitution 
itself, until they succeed not only in drawing a cordon 
around you, and shutting you within your present limits, 
but to put you in a position where you were about, fur 
peace sake, to emancipate your slaves. 

Well might we say, as was once said in France, 
** Oh, Constitution I what crimes are committed in thy 
sacked name!*' 

HKLPKR^S CRISIS. 

But, gentlemen, I hold in my hand another book, 
which hi of no cousequeuce as the opinions of its indivi- 
dual author, but is of cousequeuce as indorsed by the 
distinguished gentleman from whose productions I have 
read, and as indorsed also by sixty-eight or nine Repub- 
licatis of the House of Representatives, who represent a 
constituency of seven miilious of people. This, then, 
may be consideied as the declaration of near seven 
millions of men. What is it ? It is a book called the 
"Impending Crisis of the South," by a person called 
Helper, who professes to be a North Carohnian. Whether 
he is or not 1 am unable to say. (I will read very little, 
gentlemen.) In this book, thus indorsed by nearly 
seventy members of the House of Representatives, 
representing nearly seven millions of the people, this 
sentiment is declared : 

The sUtveholdiug oUgarcliy say we cannot abolish 
Slavery without luf.iogiug on the right of property. 
Again we tell them we do not recognize propeity in 
men. 

liut the Constitution does; the bond of our Union 
does, and the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that it does. Our fathers so considered it. It 
has been so admitted ail the time, until the apostles of 
the new doctrine spoke. At another point he says : 

For the services of the blaclcs team the 20th of August, 
1620, up to the 4th of July, lSti9— an interval of precisely 
two hundred and fo.ty-eigbt years, ten mouths and 
fourteen days — their masters, if unwilling, ought, in our 
, judgment, to be compelled to grant them their Teedom, 
aiid to pny each and eve.y one of them at least sixty 
..dollaifi cash in hand. 

lie goes on to remark that It would only take two 



crops of cotton, and a trifle over, to do it. That was 
indorsed, I tell you again, by sixty-eight or sixty-nine 
members of the House of Representatives, and the very 
gentleman who they are nunlng for Speaker of that 
body indorsed It. It is true. Ids friends say that he 
Indorsed it without having read it. Admit that to be 
true, he has again and again, when called upon, refused 
to disavow those sentiments, hence the excuse is paltry. 

harper's fkrrt. 

That is the condition of affairs, and that is the con- 
dition of the Republican organization of this country, 
if any reliance is to be' placed in their record, in their 
declarations, in their public attitude, in the attitude 
which they defiantly assume befoie the country. Their 
purpose te to make war, eternal war, upon the institu- 
tions of one half of the States of the Union. Gradually 
we approach the crisis until at last Is not the legitimate 
result of the irrepressible conflict of which they speak, 
of the crime of which they say we are guilty, to put 
down these relics of barbarism? The ignorant and 
fanatical throw olT the obligations of the Constitution 
and invade by violence tlie Southern States of the 
Union, and aithongh I am fsr from holding the Repute 
lican party of the North, or any large portion of them, 
responsible for the late atrocious proceedings in Vir- 
ginia, I do say that that proceeding was the carrying 
out of the logical result of their teachings — carrying it 
into execution. How did they receive it? Why gentle- 
men, the conservative portion of tlie North abhors it ; 
but. In the Senate and House, in the great body of their 
public press, what do they say of it ? That they regret 
It — ^they deplore it — they even condemn it— they say, 
because it v#s against law, and they stand for law. 
These are the honeyed and qualified phrases with which 
they characterize the most atrocious act of treason, 
rapine, and murder combined, that was ever known in 
the Republic, and then, ap though afVaid of what they 
have said, they immediately go on lo eulogize the man 
and his motives, muca as they regret the act. 

A TOLLEY OF COMPLAININGS. 

Gentlemen, have we no complaints in other respects ? 
Are laws passed for the purpose of punishing those who 
make inroads into tlie border States and rob us of our 
property? Suppose a Kentuckian should go Into the 
State of Oliio and rob a citizen of that State, does any 
one doubt that we would pass a law to punish him and 
to prevent the recurrence of the outrage ? So far f^om 
this being their course, they are encouraged, and we are 
subject to constant secret predatory incursions by wliicl\^ 
we lose annually hundreds of thousands of dollars, 
tiiese people availing themselves of the bond of amity 
between us, to perpetrate the outrage. 

That is not alii About one half of the Northern 
States have passed laws and made it a criminal and 
penal offence for their citizens to give any assistance in 
the rendition of fugitive slaves. Massachusetts has 
passed laws closing her jails to us, and making it a penal 
offence to aid in the enforcement of the Fugitive Slave 
law, or to appear as council to try such a case, thus 
nullifying the laws of Congress, and of the United 
States, distinctly, and some seven or eight States have 
passed similar laws refusing all remedy and making it 
penal in their citizens to obey the behests of the Consti- 
tution. 

I have not uttered these things for the purpose of 
arousing any spirit of disloyalty to the Constitution and 
the Union. I hope I love them as reverently as any man 
within the sound of my voice, but let us look and see the 
facts as they are. What may be set down as the un- 
questioned purpose of this organization ? It is avowed 
that it is to exclude all and any Slave States from the 
Union hereafter. It is to give us no fugitive slave law, 
declaring that the States under the Constitution must 
provide for that, and then to give no remedy in the 
States ; it is to pass no laws for the purpose of prevent- 
ing the robbery of our property but, on the contrary, 
in many States to make it penal to enforce the law ; it 
Ls to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia; to 
abolish the internal slave-trade and the coastwise slave- 
trade, and then to agitate and agitate, giving us no 
peace as long as we retain this * relic of barbarism** 
and crime, as they call it. / 

This is the purpose. Are you ready for it ? Are yon 
ready to say we will make no stand in any form for 
your Constitutional rights? I think you are not I Yet 
that is the present condition of atliairs — but what are we 
to do? 

PRACTICAL REMEDIES. 

I know they will consider the consequences, and care- 
fully consider the consequences of any serious coilisioni 
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in this Union. I know we duly appreciate the position 
of our own State, not only a border State, but an in- 
terior border State having no ocean outlet, i know^ that 
we have read history to some purpose, and that we have 
seen what have been tlie consequences of the disruption 
of amicable relations between those who have banded 
themselves together as a confederation of States. We 
need but go back and see the consequence upon the 
Ureeks wiien they carried on the Peloponnesian war, 
until at last exhausted, they fell into the lap of des- 
puiism The same fate might meet us. What would be 
oar couditton? War! War! Inevitable war, in all 
huiuuu p.ubability, would be our position, and then in 
luue we might be driven into degrading alliances with 
fo.eign powers — the most degrading position for Ameri- 
can citizens. 

Then the spectacle would be presented of America fall- 
ing back unuer the control of Europe, and American lib- 
erty sinking down under European despotism. Besides 
this, could we ever hope that a fairer state of things would 
arise ? Could we ever hope that Providence itself would 
ever exercise its omnipotent power to create a State, or 
Union of States, under more favorable auspices than in 
these ? Would it not be worse than impiety itself, to pre- 
sume that the Almighty would ever attempt to sustain a 
confederation of Free States under cu'cumstances more 
bright or favorable than in our system ? I know that the 
State of Kentucky is devoted to the Union, not only be- 
cause of her interests, but from that feeling of affection 
and of loyalty, and that sentiment of love that have 
always marked her people from the earliest period of her 
liistory. I do not believe there b a man under the sound 
of my voice who would not view as the last, the greatest 
of all evils, the wreck of the Union. I dn not believe 
there is the man in the State that would compete to enjoy 
the highest honors within the State, purchased at such a 
price. 

WHAT IS TO BE DONE. 

At the same time steps must be taken, something must 
be done. I do not believe that if the Constitution is al- 
^lowed to remain permanently violated in its important pro- 
visions, we can have hope under it. None whatever ! 
Broken in one particular, it will soon fall to pieces in all. 
I recollect when I was a boy, to have read that great 
speech of Demosthenes, for the crown, where the real 
question at issue was the charge that he was the author 
of the public misfortunes, because he had advised the 
Greeks to make a last stand for their country, against 
Piiillp of Macedon. He was arraigned, and on trial and 
in his great defence, he says : *' What, though we did fail? 
We did our duty. We responded in tlie temper and char- 
acter of our furefathersv" The result is such as God gives 
to each; and even tliose degenerate Greeks acquitted 
him, and crowned the world's great orator as a benefac- 
tor ; debased as they were in national character, they did 
this, and from that day have never known or read of the 
success of idm who would be deterred from the assertion 
of fundamental rights for fear of offence. 

Gentlemen, the condition of affairs exisUng here, and 
existhig generally, I am happy to say, throughout the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky, is not a fsdr indication of the 
feeling in many parts of the Union. I have seen the evi- 
dence growing within a few years, and culminating daring 
the last few weeks, ef a determined purpose in the South 
to attain and maintain the complete power In Union, and 
I have seen, upon the other hand, hi the representatives 
of the lower Southern States, a most resolute and deter- 
mined spirit of resistance. The representatives from 
Georgia — from Alabama — from South Carolina — ^from Mis- 
sissippi, not to speak of other Southern States, say that 
they represent their constituents — ^nay, say that they do 
not go so far as their constituents, and they declare that 
they are ready at any moment for a separate organisation. 
God forbid that such a thing should take place. God 
forbid the overt act should ever be done ; but we know 
enough of our political institutions, that when once done 
the subject becomes involved in inexplicable distress. If 
one were to fall upon Washington and see the state of 
feeling there, he troald think that the President of your 
country was the Executive of two hostile countries. The 
feeling of alienation seems to be almost complete from the 
expression of the public press and public men. (I mean 
not your inflammatory, furious speakers, but men of 
thought and reflection.) They are alarmed, other men are 
alarmed, we all are alarmed. It is not a craven fear, but 
it Is the ennobled lear tix&t patriots feel for an imperilled 
country. Suppone this should occur-— do you not remem- 
ber, in 1832 when South Carolina arrayed herself against 
the Federal Government, upon a mere question of policy 
connected with the coUectlon of taxes, that it did shake 
the Union to its centre. Such is the nature of our system, 
that it did :ihake the Union to the veiy centre. What were 



the circumstances then t Andrew Jackson was President 
ol the United States, and he was a native of South Caro- 
Una ; the question was a mere question of policy ; few of 
the other States sympathized wit^ the movement of that 
little State. Uenry Clay was alive, and Calhoun was ready 
to give the benefit of Ids influence to peace and hannony. 
and yet that little question^ when Jackson, a native son of 
that State, was President, and Clay and Calhoun were in 
the Senate, brought on a struggle that shook this Union to 
its centre, and' imperilled it in the estimation of the wisest 
and best of men. Look at it as it may be, with disaffection, 
spread lill over the South, with a very different state of 
feelings in the North to what existed then, with Clay dead, 
and Calhoun dead, and none to take their places, with 
such a man as Seward, not only not native, but hostile to 
the South, in the Chair of State. Cannot a child read the 
result? Cannot we see that one State falling away, our 
Union will be like an arch with two or three stones dropped 
out, the whole fabric may fall in pieces. 

These are facts which it becomes the people of Ken- 
tucky, with all their loyalty to the Union, to observe, to 
know, to see, to think of, and then to act upon, with the* 
dignity and moderation which marks and so well becomes 
them. 

But, gentlemen, what is the mode that occurs to any man 
— because no man, I take U, in Kentucky, will back on 
tills subject, except as a Mend of the Union of the States 
— what is the mode ? I see none, except it be the union 
of all the conservative elements of the country. North and 
South. The Sout^ must first be united, and I am sure she 
will, for I take it there is not a citizen of Kentucky that 
would associate himself with an organization whose march 
to triumph would be over the ruhis of our rights. 

MEXD OUR MANNERS DOWN SOUTH. 

Ought we not first to put ourselves right in Court ? 
Some little there is to complain of us. I say to you, in 
my opinion, those who appeal to the Constitution and 
the laws should obey the Constitution and the laws. I 
would have the South, if I might venture, as one of her 
humblest but truest sons, to advise her to obey the laws 
of our country. (Applause.) I would have the South 
first obey the laws of the Union which prohibit the for* 
eign slave-trade. (Applause.) That is the law of the 
laud. It rests not with us to complain of the violation 
of law by others, when in a portion of our Siates the citi- 
zens violate the laws themselves. Let us frown down 
any attempt to violate those laws upon the part of our 
States. Let us do more. Let us do more, by preventing 
the fitting out of filibustering expeditions upon our 
shores, to invade feeble sister countiies. That is the law, 
and we live by the Constitution and the law, and let us 
obey it, and whatever expansion of territory we make, 
let us make it in a manner becoming the dignity of this / 
glorious Confederacy under our own flag. Then let us 
call to our aid the pure elements of conservatism and 
I ruth that we can find in the northern States. What are 
they ? I did not intend to introduce any party question 
to-night, but the largest organization I see is the Demo- 
cratic Party of the North. As a historical fact, it is un- 
disputed ; as a current fact of the day, it is undisputed, 
that you do not find these declarations of hostility issu- 
ing from the Northern Democracy ; you do not find these 
attempts to overturn the laws coming from Democratic 
sources ; you do not find these denunciations of you and 
your institutions coming from Democratic lips and Demo- 
cratic Presses. On the contrary, you find them at 
home, and in most cases in the minority, sustaining with 
unfaltering courage your rights and institutions, at odds 
and risks that you little think of. . 

I want them alL We need them all. We need every 
Southern State, and every honest man everywhere not 
wilUng to enter into the crusade against us. 

There is another element North, not large but noble 
and true. They are the scattered and wandenng cohorts 
of the old Whig party, who have refused to alloy them- 
selves with the Kepubucans of the North — men of whom 
EvKKKTT and Choatk and others are illustrious examples. 
There are thousands of them in the Northern States. 
When this great crisis comes upon us, I have confidence 
that men like these will be found to unite with the Demo- 
cratic party in maintaining the laws and the Constitution. 

These are the elements upon which we are to rely. 
When you get them together, let us see if there cannot 
be a general revolt of the intelligence, virtue, and loyal- 
ty of the country, against these pernicious i^/M, and if 
not, let us see how far these pernicious iiftns control so- 
ciety. 

Besides these, there are many thousands of men in the 
Northern States who, silent, are not heard In the midst of 
the clamor that surrounds them— men who seldom aUend the 
polls. Let us hope that that feeling will be in our favor. 

Fellow-citlzenS| I have uttered these things because I 
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believe we are standing to-day not In the presence of 
spectres and shadows, but in the presence of terrible reali- 
ties. There is a mode by which we can have peace — a 
permanent peace — and that is by an utter and absolute 
surrender of all oar ri^ts upon the subj«ict to which I tiave 
referred, at the call of this Republican Party. If we do 
not make this surrender, we wul have no peace untii the 
Republican Party is destroyed, which can only be done by 
producing a reaction upon the public mind of ihe North. 
As it is, without our being aware of it, things are getting 
worse every day. I had ahnost intended to say, that we 
were absolutely dissolving month by month, and year by 
year. I see no mode— wiser men thiin I see no mode to 
avoid this, except to produce a reaction in the public mind, 
and to bring up sharply, in some form, the question, Can 
we not. North and South, live in peace with our several 
State institutions, after the manner of our fathers ? For 
myself, I yet believe in, and I hare an abounding hope of, 
the ultimate destiny of our common country. I believe a 
reaction wili take place ; and I believe that out of this com- 
motion is destined io come for us an era of tranquillity 
and peace. Of this I am quite certain, ttiat ttds Common- 
wealth of Kentucky will pursue a course answerable to her 



character and history ; she will stand by the union of the 
States as long as there is a thread of the Constitution to 
hold It together. We know that if madness, and folly, and 
fanaticism shall succeed in tearing down the fairest fabric 
ever erected to liberty among men — we know that our 
honored State wili conduct herself with so much modera- 
tion and prudence that she shall stand justilied for her 
acts before men and in the eye of Heaven. 

Fellow-citizens, I do not propose to detain you by more 
extended observations. I have trespassed too far upon 
yout time already. I tliink, if you wili allow me to say so, 
that I know something of the temper, and spirit, and iato- 
rest of this people ; and, as far as my humble abilities ex- 
tend, I propose, in the sphere to which you have devoted 
me, to serve you with all the fidelity of a grateful heart. 
At all times, and under all circumstances, I owe my ade- 
giance to the State, and I am ready, and willing, and anx- 
ious to devote whatever faculties of mind and body I po»- 
sess to serve you, and to serve you with the uncalculating 
devotion of a man who loves the green mountains and 
smiling plains, the clear running streams and the generous 
people of the State, and with one who loves all her infirmi- 
ties with the affection of a son. 
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Mr. Prbsident, Ladies and Gbktlemxn: I appear 
before you to-night, at the request of the grand Jury in 
attendance upon the United States Court, for the pur- 
pose of submitting my views upon certain topics upon 
which they have expressed a desire to hear my opinion. 
It was not my purpose when I arrived among you, to 
have engaged in any public or political discussion ; but 
when called upon by a body of gentlemen so intelligent 
and respectable, coming from all parts of the State, and 
connected with the administration of public Justice, I do 
not feel at liberty to withhold a full and frank expres- 
sion of my opinion upon the subjects to which they have 
referred, and which now engrosses so large a share of 
the public attention. 

The points which I am requested to discuss are : 

1st. The present condition and prospects of Kansas. 

2d. The principles affirmed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the Dred Scott case. 

8d. The condition of things in Utah, and the appropri- 
ate remedies for existing evils. 

KANSAS. 

Of the Kansas question but little need be sitid at the 
present time. You are familiar with the history of the 
question, and my connection with it. Subsequent re- 
flection has strengthened and confirmed my convictions 
in the soundness of the principles and the correctness of 
the course I have felt it my duty to pursue upon that 
subject. Kansas is about to speak for heraeif through 
her delegates assembled in Convention to form a Consti- 
tution, preparatory to her admission' into the Union on 
an equal footing with the orlelnal States. Peace and 
prosperity now prevail throughout her borders. The 
law under which her delegates are about to be elected, 
is believed to be just and fair in ail its objects and pro- 
visions. There is every reason to hope and believe that 
the law will be fairly interpreted and impartially exe- 
cuted, so as to insure to every bona Jlds inhabitant the 
firee and quiet exercise of the elective firanchise. If any 
portion of the inhabitants, acting under the advice of 
political leaders in distant States, shall choose to absent 
themselves firom the polls, and withhold their votes, with 
a view of leaving the Free State Democrats in a minority, 
and thus securing a Pro-Slavery Constitution in opposi- 
tion to the wishes of a majority of the people living 
under it, let the responsibility rest on those who, for 
partisan purposes, will sacrifice the principles they pro- 
fess to cherish and promote. Upon them, and upon the 
political party for whose benefit and under the direction 



of whose leaders they act, let the blame be visited of 
fastening upon the people of a new State, institutions 
repugnant to their feelings and in violation of their 
wishes. The organic act secures to the people of Kansas 
the sole and exclusive right of forming and regulating 
their domestic institutions to suit themselves, subject to 
no other limitation than that which the Constitution of 
the United States imposes. The Democratic party is 
determined to see the great fundamental principles of 
the organic act carried out in good faith. The present 
election law in Kansas is acknowledged to be fair and 
just—the rights of the voters are clearly defined — and 
the exercise of those rights will be efficiently and scru- 
pulously protected. Hence, if the majority of the 
people of Kansas desire to have it a Free State (and we 
are told by the Republican party that nine-tenths of the 
people of that Territory are Free State men), there ia no 
obstacle In the way of bringing Kansas into the Union 
as a Free State, by the votes and voice of her own peo- 
ple, and in conformity with the principles of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act ; provided all the Free State men will go 
to the polls, and vote their principles In accordance with 
their'professlons. If such is not the result let the conse- 
quences be visited upon the heads of those whose policy 
it Is to produce strife, anarchy and bloodshed in Kansas, 
that their party may profit by Slavery agitation in the 
Northern States of this Union. That the Democrats in 
Kansas will perform their duty fearlessly and nobly, 
according to the principle they cherish, I have no doubt, 
and that the result of the struggle will be such as will 
gladden the heart and strengthen the hopes of every 
friend of the Union, I have entire confidence. 

The Kansas quesiion being setUed peacefully and satis-^ 
factorily, in accordance with the wishes of her own people. 
Slavery agitation should be banished from the halls of 
Congress, and cease to be an exciting element in our 
political struggles. Give fair play to that principle of 
self-government which recognizes the right of tiie people 
of each State and Territory, to form and regulate their 
own domestic institutions, and sectional strife will be 
forced to give place to that fraternal feeling which 
animated the fathers of the Revolution, and made every 
citizen of every State of this glorious confederacy a mem- 
ber of a common brotherhood. 

That we are steadily and rapidly approaching that re- 
sult, I cannot doubt, for the Slavery issue has already 
dwindled down to the narrow limits covered by the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Dred Scott case. The moment that decision was pro- 
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noonced, and before the opinions of the Court could be 
published and read by the people, the newspaper press in 
the interest of a powerful political party in ttiis country, 
began to pour forth torrents of abuse and misrepresenta- 
tions, not only upon the decision, but upon the ctiaracter 
and motives of the venerable Chief Justice and his illus* 
trions asRociates on the bench. The character of Chief 
Justice Taney and the associate Judges who concurred 
with him, require no eulogy — no vindication from me. 
They are endeared to the people of the United States by 
their eminent public services — venerated for their great 
learning, wisdom and experience— and beloved for the 
spotless purity of tlieir characters and their exemplary 
lives. The poisonous shafts of partisan malice will fall 
harmless at their feet, while their Judicial decisions will 
stand In all future time, a proud monument to their great- 
ness, tl^ admiration of the good and wise, and a rebuke 
to the partisans of faction and lawless violence. If, 
unfortunately, any considerable portion of the people of 
the United Slates shall so far forget their obligations to 
society as to allow partisan leaders to array them in 
Tloleiit resistance to the final decision of the highest 
judicial tribunal on earth. It will become the duty of all 
the friends of order and constitutional government, with- 
out reference to past political differences, to organise 
themselves and marshal their forces under the glorious 
banner of the Union, in vindication of the Constitution 
and the supremacy of the laws over the advocates of 
faction and the champions of violence. To preserve the 
Constitution Inviolate, and vindicate the supremacy of 
the laws, is the first and highest duty of every citlien of a 
free Republic. The peculiar merit of our form of govern- 
ment over ail others, consists In the fact that the law, 
Instead of the arbitrary will of a hereditary prince, pre- 
scribes, defines and protects all our rigiits. In this 
country the law Is the will of the people, embodied and 
expressed according to the forms of the Constitution. 
The Courts are the tribunals prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion, and created by the authority of the people to deter- 
mloe, expound and enforce tite law. Hence, whoever 
resists the final decision of the highest Judicial tribunal, 
aims a deadly blow to oiur whole republican system of 
government — a blow which, if successful, would place all 
our rights and liberties at the mercy of passion, anarchy 
and violence. I repeat, therefore, that if resistance to 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in a matter lllce the points decided in theDred Scott case, 
clearly within their Jurisdiction as defined by the Con- 
stitution, shall be forced upon the country as a political 
issue, It will become a distinct and naked issue between 
ttie friends and the enemies of the Constitution — the 
friends and Uie enemies of the supremacy of tlielaws. 

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION. 

The case of Dred Scott was an action of trespass, vi 4t 
armis^ In the Circuit Court of the United States for the 
District of l^lissourl, for the purpose of establishing his 
claim to be a free man, and was taken by writ of error 
on the application of Scott to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, where the final decision was pronounced 
by Chief Justice Taney. The facts of the case were 
agreed upon and admitted to be true by both parties, 
and were in substance, that Dred Scott was a negro slave 
in Missouri, that he went with his master, who was an 
officer in the army, to Fort Armstrong, on Rock Island, 
and thence to Fort Snelllng on the west bank of the Mis- 
Bissippi River, and within the country covered by the act 
of Congress known as the Missouri Compromise : and then 
he reaccompanied his master to the State of Missouri, 
where he has since remained a slave. Upon this state- 
ment of facts two important and material quesUons arose, 
besides several incidental and minor ones, which it was 
incumbeut upon the Court to take notice of and decide. 
The Court did not attempt to avoid responsibility by dis- 
posing of the case upon technical points without touch- 
ing the merits, nor did they go out of their way to decide 
questions not properly before them and directly present- 
ed by the record. Like honest and conscientious Judges, 
as they are, they met and decided each point as it arose, 
and fiiithfully performed their wliole duty and nothing 
but their duty to the country by determining all the 
questions in the case, and noUiing but what was essen- 
tial to the decision of the case upon its merits. The State 
Courts of Missouri had decided against Dred Scott, and 
declared him and his children slaves, and the Circuit 
Court of the United States for the district of Missouri 
had decided the same thing in this very case which had 
thus been removed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States by Scott, with the hope of reversing the decision 
of the Circuit Court and securing his freedom. If the 
Supreme Court had dismissed the writ of error for want 
of Jursdlction, without first examining into and deciding 



the merits of the case, as they are now denounced and 
abused for not having done, the result would have been 
to remand Dred Scott and his children to perpetual 
Slavery under the decisions which had already been 
pronounced by the Supreme Court of Missouri, as well 
as by the Circuit Court of the United States, without 
obtaining a decision on the merits of his case by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Suppose Chief Jus- 
tice Taney and his associates had thus remanded Dred 
Scott and bis children back to Slavery on a plea in 
abatement or any mere technical point, not touching the 
merits of the question, and without deciding whether 
tinder the Constitution and laws as applied to the facts of 
the case Dred Scutt waa a free man or a slave, would they 
not have been denounced with increased Tirulence and 
bitterness on the charge of having remanded Dred 
Scott to perpetual Slavery without first examining the 
merits of his case and ascertaining whether he was a 
slave or not ? 

If the caae had been disposed of in that way, who can 
doubt tliat such would have been the character of the de- 
nunciations which would have been hurled upon the 
devoted heads of those illnstrious Judges with much 
more plausibility and show of fairness than they are now 
deauuoced for having decided the case fairly and, hon- 
estly upon Its merits! 

The material and controlling points of the case— those 
which have been made the su^ect of unmeasured abuse 
and denunciation — may be thus stated : 

1. The Court decided that under the Constitution of the 
United States a negro descended from slave parents is 
not and cannot be a dtlien of the. United States. 

2. That the act of the 6th of March, 1820, commonly 
called the Missouri Compromise act, was unconstitutional 
and void before it was repealed by the Nebraska act, and 
consequently did not and could not have the legal effect 
of exttugulshing a master's right to his slave in thai 
Territory. While the right continues In fiill force under 
the guaranty of the Constitution, and cannot be divested 
or alienated by an act of Congress, it necessarily remains 
a barren and a worthless rignt, unless sustained, pro* 
tected and enforced by appropriate police regulations and 
local legislation, prescribing adequate remedies for its 
violation. These regulations and remedies must necessa- 
rily depend entirely upon the will and wishes of the 
people of the Territory, as they can only be prescribed by 
Uie local Legislatures. Hence the great principle of 
popular sovereignty and self-government is sustained 
and firmly established by the authority of this decision. 
Thus It appears that the only sin Involved in the passage 
of the Kansas-Nebraska act consists In the fact of having 
removed Irom the statute-book an act of Congress which 
was unauthoriaed by the Constitution of the United 
States, and void because passed without constitutional 
authority, and constituted In lieu of It the great funda- 
mental principle of self-government, which recognises the 
rights of the people of such State and Territory to control 
their own domestic concerns. 

I will direct attention to the question involved in the 
first proposition, to wit : That the negro is not and can- 
not be a cltisen of the United States. 

We are told by a certain political organisation that 
that decision is cruel— Is Inhuman and Infamous, and 
should neither be respected nor obeyed. What is the 
objection to that decision ? Simply that the negro Is not 
a cltisen. What Is the object of making him a cltisen ? 
Of course to give him the rights, privileges and Immuni- 
ties of a cltisen, it being the great fundamental law in 
our Oovernment, that under the law, cltlaens are equal In 
tlielr rights and privileges. It is said to bi inhuman— to 
be Infamous — to deprive aa AfHcan negro of these privi- 
leges of cltlsenship, which would put him on an equality 
with the other citisens of the country. 

Now, let me ask my feliow-dlizens, are you prepared to 
resist the constituted authorities of this country, in order 
to secure citisenship, and, through citiaenship, equality 
with the white man. (Voices, " No ! no I") If you are, you 
must reverse the whole policy of this State — ^the organic la^ 
of our own State. In order to carry out that principle of 
negro citiaenship and negro equality under tiie law, yott 
must not only reverse the organic law in our own State, 
but of every other State in this Union. But yon have not 
accomplished it then ; you must make furious war upon 
the slavehoiding States, to compel them to emancipate and 
sef at liberty thebr three millions of slaves. When that 
shall be done, before you have secured that great princi- 
ple of equality to the son of Africa, you must strike out 
of the constitution of Illinois that provision which prevents ' 
a negro, whether free or slave, firom crossing the Ohio or 
the Mississippi, and coming into Illinois to reside. When 
you shall have made that change in our wganio law, and 
turned loose all the Africans that may choose to come 
from the slavehoiding States to settle upon our prairies^. 



166 



A POLITICAI. TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



and torn lUinoia into a negro colony, rather than into a 
State of white men, still you have not secured to the negro 
the rights of citizenship on an equality with the white man. 
You must then strike the word " white" out of the consti- 
tution of our own State, and allow the negro to come to 
our polls and vote on an equality with yourselves. You 
must also change the Goostitntlon in ttiat respect tiiat de- 
clares, that a negro shall not be eligible to oflSce, and de- 
clare that a negro shall be eligible to your Legislature, to 
the bar, bench, and gubernatorial chair. And still you 
have not reached that point to which we are told we must 
go, of placing the negro on an equality with other citizens. 
You must admit him to the Jury-box, and license him by 
law to marry a white woman. And then you will hare 
secured nearly all the privileges that the decision of the 
Supreme Court has denied him. (Applause.) 

I submit to you, fellow-citizens, whether any man can 
pronounce the decision inhuman and infamous, without 
resorting to that great principle, which, earned out, 
puts the negro on an equality with other ciUsens. But 
listen to the speeches of any one of those who sympathize 
00 much with the poor African that they are not wiUlng Ito 
allow him to occupy an inferior position, and you will find 
that they all adhere to the position of negro equality. For 
Instance, did you ever hear any of them make a public 
speech in which he did not quote the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, that ** we hold all men are bom tree and equal," 
and then appeal to you to know whether Slavery could be 
justified or palliated by any man who believed in the De- 
claration of Independence. Do they not argue that by 
this instrument negroes were declared to be bom equal to 
white men ; and hence, any man who is opposed to carry- 
ing out that great dear principle of theirs, of negro 
equality with the white man, is opposed to ttie Declaration 
of Independence. 

Now, my friends, permit me to reply to this assumption, 
that the Declaration of Independence declared the negro 
to be equal with white men, by a few historical facts re- 
corded in our school-books, and familiar to our children. 
By reference to the History of the United States, you will 
find that on the Fourth of July, 1776, when the Declara- 
tion of Independence was put forth, the thirteen colonies 
were then, each and all of them, slaveholcUng colonies. 
Bach signer of the Declaration, without an exception, re- 
presented a slaveholding constituency. Every battle of 
the Revolutionary War, from Lexington and Bunker Hill 
to King's Mountain and Yorktown, was fought in a slave- 
holding constituency. The treaty of peace with Great 
Britain which acknowledged our independence, was made 
on the part of Great Britain on the one side and the thir- 
teen original slaveholding States on the other. Passing 
from that to the formation of the Oonstitution of the 
United States, you will find that instrument was framed, 
and adopted, and put into operation with the immortal 
Washington at the head, by twelve slaveholding States 
and one free State, or one State about to become free. In 
view of these facts, I submit to you whether any sane man 
can assert that the founders of our institutions intended to 
put the negro and the white man on an equality In the sys- 
tem of government which they adopted ? If the signers of the 
Declaration had intended to declare the negro equal to the 
white man, would not they, on that very day, have abolished 
Slavery in every one of the States of the Union In order to 
have conformed to that Declaration f If any one of these 
States had thus understood the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, would not that State then immediately have abol- 
ished Slavery, and put the negro on an equality with the 
white man in conformity with that Declaration ? Did they 
do so f I have already shown you that no one of those 
States abolished Slavery during the whole period of the 
Revolutionary war. I have already stated, and I challenge 
contradiction, that to this day no one of them has put 
the negro on an equality with the white man in all the 
laws touching on the relations of life. And yet. If they 
honestly believed the Declaration of Independence meant 
negroes as well as white men, they were bound to advocate 
every law so as to carry out their principle. Their posi- 
tion on this subject would charge the signers of that De- 
claration with hypocrisy in making It to the world, and 
going on to fight battles on the principle thus asserted. 
But no vindication is needed from me of those immortal 
men who drafted, and signed, and prodahned to the world 
the DeclaraUon of Independence. They did what they 
professed. They had reference to the white man, and to 
him only, when they declared all men were created equal. 
They wete In a strag^e with Great Britain. The principle 
they were asserthig was that a British subject, bom on 
.American soil was equal to a British subject bom in Eng- 
titnd— that a British subject here was entitled to all the 
undtts, and privileges, and immunitleS| nnder the Britidi 
partiiitutlon, that a British subject in Bngland ei^oyed ; 
fees tdiehr rights were inalienable, and hence that ParUa- 
politicairbotie power was omnipotent, bad no power to 



alienate them. They did not mean the negroes and In- 
dians — they did not say we white men and negroes were 
born equal ; but they were speaking oi the race of people 
who colonized America, who ruled America, and who were 
declaring the liberties of Americans, when they proclaimed 
the self-evident truth that those men were bom free and 
equal And If you will examine the Joumal of the Conti- 
nental Congress you will find this great principle carried 
out. Mo one of the colonies would then consent to the De- 
claration of Independence until they had placed on the 
record the express reservation, that each colony reserved 
and retahied to itself the sole and exclusive right of regu- 
lating its own domestic concerns and police regulations. 
It was made a fundamental condition of the Declaration, 
that this right should be forever reserved beyond the 
power of Congress or other Confederation or power on 
earth, except the free will of their own people. The arti- 
cles of confederation were based upon the same g^eat fun- 
damental principle, and the Constitution of the United 
States was adopted for the purpose of preserving and car- 
rying Into effect the same grand principle that made us 
one people for one specified ubject, but reserved to each 
State and each locality the sole and exclusive privilege of 
managing its own domestic concerns. 

At that day the negro was looked upon as a being of an 
Infer.or race. All history had proved that in no part of 
the world, or of the world's history, had the negro ever 
siiown himself capable of self-government, and it was not 
the intention of the founders of this Government to 
violate that great law of God, which made tlie distinction 
between the white and the black man. Tliat distinction is 
plain and' palpable, and it hais been the rule of civilization 
and of Christianity the world over, that whenever any 
one man, or set of men, were incapable of taking care of 
themselves, they should consent to be governed by those 
who were capable of managing their affairs for them. It 
is on that principle that your courts of justice appoint 
guardians to take charge of the idiot, the lunatic, the 
'insane, blind, dumb, the unfortanate, whatever may be his 
condition. And If history had proved that the negro race, 
as a race, were incapable of self-government, it was not 
only the right but the duty of those who were capable to 
provide for them. It did not necessarily follow that they 
were to be reduced to Slavery. The true principle is that 
the Inferior race should be allowed to enjoy all their 
rights, which their nature is capable of exercising and 
ei\joying, consistenUy with the good of society. I would 
not advocate that the negro should be treated harshly or 
unkindly. Far from it. I would extend and secure to 
him every right, privilege and immunity he was capable 
of eqjoying consistent with the highest welfare of society. 
The Constitution is foundfd on that great principle, and 
leaves to each State, as the articles of confederation did 
to each colony, the right to determine for Itself what 
these principles were, and the extent of them, In order 
that they might adopt their laws to their actual condition. 
Under that great provision, Illinois has chosen to say, 
that the negro shall not come here to reside — tiiat a negro 
shall not vote — shall not hold office — shall not serve in the 
jury-box— shall not marry white women— and I think 
that the Constitution of Illinois is wisely framed as to this 
provision. On the other hand, Kentucky goes further, 
and deprives the negro of his right over his person. 
Kentucky, under the Constitution, had a right to make 
that provision. We have no right to complain of her, 
nor can she complain of us. Each has the right to do as 
it pleases, and each must mind its own business and not 
interfere with its neighbor's concerns. (Applause.) 

Our fathers, when they framed this Governoient, had 
witnessed the sad and melancholy results of the mixture 
of the races In Mexico, South America and Central 
America, where the Spanish, from motives of policy, had 
admitted the negro and other inferior races to citizenship, 
and, consequently, to political and social amalgamation. 
The demoralization and degradation which prevailed in 
the Spanish and French colonies, where no distinctions on 
account of color or race were tolerated, operated as a 
warning to our revolutionary fathers to preserve the 
purity of the white race, and to establish their political, 
social and domestic institutions upon such a basis as 
would forever exclude the idea of negro citizenship and 
negro equality. (Applause.) 

They understood that great natural law which declares 
that amalgamation between superior and inferior races 
brings their posterity down to the lower level of the infe- 
rior, but never elevates them to the high level of Uie su- 
perior race. I appeal to each of those gallant young 
men before me, who won immortal glory on the bloody 
fields of Mexico, in vindication of their country's right 
and honor, whether their information and observation in 
that country does not fully sustain the truth of the pro- 
position tiiat amalgamation is degradation, demoraliza- 
tion, disease and death? Is it true thnt the negro is our 
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equal and our brother ? The history of the times clearly 
Bhow that our fathers dia not regard the African race as 
any kin to them, and determined so to lay the I'oundarion 
of society and goveiuiueut that they siiould never be of 
kin to their posterity. (Immentie applause.) 

But, when you confer upon the African race the privi- 
leges of citizenship, and put them on an equality with 
wJiite men at the polls, in the jury-box, on tlie ben»-h, in 
the Executive chair, and in the councils of the nation, 
upon what principle will you dehy their equality at the 
festive board and in the domestic circle? 

The supreme Court of Hie United JStates have decided 
that, under the Constitution, a negro is not and cannot 
be a citizen. ^ 

Tile Republican Abolition party pronounce that decision 
cruel, inhuman and infamous, and appeal to the Ameri- 
can people to disregard and refuse to obey it. Let us 
Join issue with them, and put ourselves upon the country 
for trial. (Cheers and applause.) 

CONDITION OP AFFAIRS IN UTAH, AND THE 

REMEDY. 

Mr. President, I will now respond to the call which has 
been made upon me for my opinions of 'the condition of 
thing:) in Utah, and the appropriate remedies for existing 
evils. 

Ti»e Territory of Utah was organized under one of the 
acts known as the Compromise Measures of 1S5U, on the 
supposition that the inhabitants were American citizens, 
owing and acknowledging allegiance to the United States, 
and consequently entitled to the benefits of self-govern- 
ment while a Territory, and to admission in the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, as soon as 
they should number the requisite population. It was 
conceded on all hands, and by all parties, that the pecu- 
liarities of their religious faith and ceremonies interposed 
no valid and constitutional objection to their reception 
into the Union, in conformity with the Federal Constitu- 
tion, so long as they were in all other respects entitled to 
admission. Hence, the great political parties of the 
country indorsed and approved the Compromise Mea- 
sures of 1850, including the act for the organization of the 
Territory of Utah, with the hope and in the confidence 
tiiat tlie inhabitants would conform to the Constitution 
and laws, and prove themselves woi'Uiy, respectable and 
law-abiding citizens. If we are permitted to place cre- 
dence in the rumors and reports from tliat country (and 
it must be admitted that they have inqreased and 
strengthened and assumed consistency and plausibility by 
each successive mail), seven years* experience lias dis- 
closed a state of facts entirely different from tliat which 
was supposed to exist when Utah was organized. Thet-e 
rumors and reports would seem to justify the belief titat 
the following facts are susceptible of proof. 

1. That nine-tenths of the inhabitants are aliens by 
birth, who have refused to become naturalized, or to 
take the oath of allegiance, or to do any other act recog- 
nizing the Government of the United States as the para- 
mount authority in that Territory. 

2. That all the inhabitants, whether native or alien 
born, known as Mormons, (and they constitute the whole 
people of the Territory), are bound by horrid oaths and 
terrible penalties, to recognize and maintain the autho- 
rity of Brigham Young, and the government of which he 
is the head, as paramount to that of the United States, 
in civil as well as in religious affairs ;■ and that they will, 
in due time, and under the direction of their leaders, 
use all means in their power to subvert ihe government 
of the United States, and resist its authority. 

S. That the Mormon government, with Brigham Young 
at its head, is now forming alliance with Indian tribes 
in Utah and adjoining territories — stimulating the In- 
dians to acts of hostility — and organising bands of his 
own followers under the nalne of ** Danites, or Destroy- 
ing Angels," to prosecute a system of robbery and 
murders upon American citia^ns, who support the 
authority of the United States, and denounce the in- 
famous and disgusting practices and institutions of the 
Mormon Government. 

If, upon a full investigation, these representations 
shall prove true, they will establish the fact that the 
Mormon inhabitants of Utah, as a comn^unity, are out- 
laws and alien enemies, unfit to exercise the right pf 
self-government under the organic act, and unwortiiy to 
be admitted into the Union as a State, when their only 
object in seeking admission is to interpose" tibe sov- 
ereignty of the State, as an invincible shield to protect 
them in their treason and crime, deba^chery and in- 
famy. (Applause.) 

Under this view of the subject, I think It is the diity 
of the President, as I have no doubt it is his fixed pur- 
pose to remove Brigham Young and all his foUow^B 



f^om office, and to fill their places with bold, able, and 
true men, and to cause a thorough and searching inves- 
tigation into all the crimes and enormities whioh are 
alleged to be perpetrated daily in that Territory, under 
tlie direction of Brigham Young and his confederates 
and to use all the military fovce necessary to protect 
the officers in the discharge of their duties, and to en- 
force the laws of the land. (Applause.) 

When the authentic evidence shall arrive, if it shall 
establish the facts which are believed to exist, it will be- 
come the duty of Congress to apply the knife and cut 
out this loathsome, disgusting ulcer. (Applause.) No 
temporizing policy— no halfway measures will then an- 
swer. It has been supposed by those who have not 
thought deeply upon the subject, that an act of Coa- 
gress prohibiting murder, robbery, polygamy, and' other 
crimes, with appropriate penalties for those offences, 
would afford adequate remedies for all the enormities 
complained of. Suppose such a law to be on the sta- 
tute book, and I believe they have a criminal code, pro- 
viding the usual punishment for the entire catalogue of 
crimes, according to the usages of all civilized and 
Christian countries, with the exception of polygamy, 
which is practised under the sanction of the Mormon 
Church, but is neither prohibited nor authorized by the 
laws of the Territory. 

Suppose, I repeat, that Congress should pass a law 
prescribing a criminal code, and punishing polygamy 
among other offences, what other effect would it have— 
what good would it do ? Would you call on twenty-thre* 
grand jurymen, with twenty-three wives each, to find a 
bill of indictment against a poor miserable wretch for 
having two wives ? ^Cheers and laughter.) Would you 
call upon twelve petit jurors, with twelve wives 
each, to convict the same loathsome wretch for having 
two wives? (Continued applause.) Would you expect 
a grand jury composed of twenty-three '* Danites " to 
find a bill of indictment against a brother " Danite " for 
having murdered a Gentile, as they call all American 
citizens, under their direction? Much less would you 
expect a jury of twelve " destroying angels " to find 
another " destroying angel " guilty of the crime of mur- 
der, and cause him to be hanged for no other offence 
than taking the life of a Gentile ? No ! If there is any 
truth in the reports we receive from Utah, Congress may 
pass whatever laws it chooses ; but you can never rely 
upon the local tribunals and juries to punish crimes com- 
mitted by Mormons in that Territory. Some other and 
more effectual remedy must be devised and applied. In 
my opinion, the first step should be the absolute and 
unconditional repeal of the organic act— blotting the 
Tenitorial Government out of existence — upon the 
ground that they are outlaws, denying their allegiance 
and defying the authorities of the United States. (Im- 
mense applause.) 

' The Territorial Government once abolished, the coun- 
try would revert to its primitive condition prior to the 
act of 1850, '* under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States," and should be placed under the 
operation of the act of Congress of the 80th of April. 
17D0, and the various acts supplemental thereto and 
amendatory thereof, " providing for the punishment of 
crimes against the United States within any fort, arsenal 
dockyard, magazine, oh ant othbb place oh district 

OF ConNTKT, UNDIfR THB 80LK AND KXCl^VSlY K jUlHsdiO' 

Hon of the United JStates." All offenses against th9 
provisions of these acts are required by law to be tried 
and punished by the United States Courts in the States 
or Territories where the offenders shall be "first apprb- 
UKNDED or brought FOR TRIAL." Thus it will be sectt 
that under the plan proposed, Brigham Young and his 
confederates could be " apprehended and brought for 
trial," to Iowa or Missouri, California or Oregon, or to 
any other adjacent State or Territory, where a fair trial 
could be had, and justice administered impartially — 
where the witnesses could be protected and the judg- 
ment of the court could be carried into execution, with- 
out violence or intimidation. I do not propose to intro- 
duce any new principles into our jurisprudence, nor to 
change the modes of proceeding or the rules of practice 
ip our Courts. I only propose to place the district of 
country embraced withia the Territory of Utah under 
the operation of the same laws and rules of proceeding, 
that Jlansas, Nebraska, Minnesota and our other Terri- 
tories were placed before they became organized Terri- 
tories. The whole country embraced within these Terri- 
tpries was under the operation of that same system of 
laws, and all the offenses committed within the same 
were punished in the manner now proposed, so long as 
the country remained " under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States ;" but the moment the 
country was organized into Territorial Governmenta, 
with legislative, executive and judicial departments, 
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it ceased to be under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States, within the meaningof the act of 
Congress, for the reason that it had passed under another 
and a different jurisdiction. Hence, if we abolish the 
Territorial Government of Ctah, preserving all existing 
rights, and placQ the country under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States, offenders can be ap- 
prehended and brought into the adjacent States or Ter- 
ritories for punishment, in the same manner and under 
the same rules and regulations which obtained and 
have been uniformly practiced under like circumstances 
since 1790. 

If the plan proposed shall be found an effective and 
adequate remedy for the evils complained of in Utah, 
no one, no matter what his poUtlcal creed or partisan 
associations, need be apprehensive that it will violate 
any cherished theory or constitutional right in regard 
to the government, of the Territories. It is a great 
mistake to suppose that all the territory or land belong- 
ing to the United States must necessarily be governed 
by the same laws and under the same clause of the 
Constitution, without reference to the purpose to which 
It is dedicated or the use which it is proposed to make of 
It ; while all that portion of the country which Is or shall 
be set apart to become new States, must necessarily be 
governed under and consistent with that clause of the 
Constitution which autiiorixes Congress to admit new 
States, it does not follow that other territory, not 
intended to be organized and admitted into the Union 
as States, must be governed under the same clause of 
the Constitution, with all the rights of self-government 
and State equality. For instance, if we should purchase 
Vancouver's Island from G-reat Britain for the purpose 
of removing all the Indians from our Pacific territories 
and locating them on that island as their permanent 
home, with guaranties that it should never be occupied 
or settled with white me&', will it be contended that the 
purchase should be made and the island governed under 
the power to admit new States when it was not acquired 
for that purpose, nor intended to be applied to that 
object ? Being acquired for Indian purposes and applied 
to Indian purposes, it is not more reasonable to assume 
that the power to acquire was derived from the Indian 
clause, and the island must necessarily be governed under 
and consistent with that clause of the Constitution which 
relates to Indian affairs. Again, suppose we should deem 
it expedient to buy a small island in the Mediterranean 
or the Carribean Sea for a naval station, can it be 
said with any force or plausibility that the purchase 
should be made or the island governed under the power 
to admit new btates ? On the contrary, is it not obvious 
that the right to acquire and govern in that case is de- 
rived from the power ** to provide and maintain a navy," 
and must be exercised consistently with that power. So, 
if we purchase land foi forte, arsenals, or other ndlltary 
purposes, or set apart and dedicate any territory which 
we now own for a military reservation, it immediately 
passes under the military power and must be governed 
in harmony with it. So if the land be purchased for a 
mint, it must be governed under the power to coin 



money; or, if purchased for a post-office, it must b^ 
governed under the power to establish post-offices and 
post-roads ; or, for a custom-house, under the power to 
regulate commerce; or for a court-house, under the 
Judidary power. In short, the clause in the Constitution 
under which any land or territory belonging to the 
Unit«d States must be governed, ia indicated by the 
object for which it was acquired and the purpose for 
which it is dedicated. So long, therefore, as the organic 
act of Utah shall remain in force, setting apart that - 
country for a new State, an<|i pledging the faith of the 
United States to receive it into the Union as soon as it 
should have the requisite population, we are bound to 
extend to it all the rights of self-government, agreeably 
to the clause in the Constitution providing for the ad- 
mission of new States. Hence the necessity of repealing 
the organic act — withdrawing the pledge of admission, 
and placing it under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States, in order that persons and property 
may be protected, and justice administered, and crimes 
punished under the laws prescribed by Congress in such 
cases. 

While the power of Congress to repeal this organic act 
and abolish the Territorial G-overnment cannot be denied, 
the question may arise whether we possess tlie moral 
right of exercising the power, after the charter has been 
once granted and the local government organized under 
its provisions. This is a grave questiDU — one which 
should not be decided hastily, nor under the influence of 
passion or prejudice. I am free to say that in my opinion 
there is no moral right to repeal the organic act of a Ter- 
ritory, and abolish the government organized under it, 
unless the inhabitants of that Territory, as a community, 
have done such acts as amount to a forfeiture of all rights 
under it — such as becoming alien enemies, outlaws, dis- 
avowing their allegiance, or resisting the authority of 
the United States. These, and kindred acts, which we 
have every reason to believe are daily perpetrated in that 
Territory, would not only give us the moral right, but 
make it our imperative duty to abolish the Territorial 
Government, and place the inhabitants under the sole 
and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, to the end 
that justice may l>e done and the dignity and authority 
of the Government vindicated. 

I have thus presented plainly and frankly my views of 
the Utah question — the evils and th^ rem^iy — upon the 
facts as they have reached us, and are supposed to be 
substantially correct. If official reports and authentic 
information vhail change or modify these facts, I shall be 
ready to conform my notion to the real facts as they shall 
be found to exist. I have no such pride of opinion aS 
will induce me to persevere in an error one moment after 
my judgment is convinced. If, therefore, a better plan 
can be deVised— one more consistent with justice and 
sound policy, or more effective as a remedy for acknow- 
ledged evils, I shall take great pleasure in adopting it, in 
lieu of the one I have presented to you to-night. 

In conclusion, permit me to express my grateful ac- 
knowledgments for your patient attention and the kind and 
respectful manner In which you have received my remarks. 
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On the Idth of January, 1860, Mr. Douglas 
submitted to the United States Senate the fol- 
lowing Resolution : 

Xeeolvedi That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report a bill for the protection of each State 
and Territory of the Union, against invasion by the 
authorities or inhabitants of any other State or Territosy ; 
and for the suppression and punishment of conspiracies 
or combinatiuns in any State or Territory with intent to 
invade, assail, or molest the government, inhabitants, 
properly, or institutions of any other State or Territory 
of the Union. 

This Resolution, coming up as a special order 
on the 23d of January, 

Mr. Douglas said: Mr. President, on the 26th of Novem- 
ber last, tiie Oovernor of Virginia addressed on official 
communication to the President of the United States, in 
irhich he said : 



" I have informafiOA firom various quarters, upon which I 
rely, that a conspiracy of formidable extent, In means and 
numbers, is formed in Ohio, Pennsylyania, New-Yo.*k, and 
other States, to rescue John Brown and his associatds, pri- 
soners at Gliarieston, Virginia. The information la speclflo 
enough to be reliable " 

** Plaoes in Maryland, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, have been 
occupied as depots and rendezvous by these desperadoes, un- 
obstructed by guards or otherwise, to invade this State, and 
we are kept in continual apprehension of outrage fr^^a fire 
and rapine. I apprise you of these facts in order th<ikt you 
may take steps to preserve peace between the States." 

To this communication, the President of the United 
States, on the 28th of November, returned a reply, from 
which I read the following sentence : 

" I am at a loss to discover any provision In the Constitution 
or laws of the United States wmch would authorize me to 
* take steps for this purpose.' " [That Is, to preserve the peace 
between the States.] 

Mr. Douglas argued at considerable length, to 

prove that the Constitution does provide for the 
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protection, by the Federal Government, of each 
State against invasion from any and all sources, 
and continued: 

The question then remaining If, what legiilation is 
necessary and proper to render this guaranty of the 
Constitution effectual f I presume there will be Tery 
little difference of opinion that it will be necessary to 
place the whole military power of the Gk>Tt:rument at the 
disposal of tiie President, under proper guards and 
restrictions against abuse, to repel and suppress icvasion 
when the hootle force shall be actually in the field. But, 
sir, that is not sufficient. Such legislation would not be 
H full compliance with this guaranty of the Constitution. 
Ttie framers of that instrument meant more when they 
gave the guaranty. Mark the difference in language 
between the provision for protecting Uie United Stales 
against invasion and that for protecting the States. 
When it provided for protecting the United States, it said 
Congress siialliiave power to '* ri^MJ in vasion." When 
it came to make this guaranty to the States, it changed 
the language, and said the United States shall ** protect " 
each of the States against invasion. In the one instance, 
the duty of the Government is to repel ; in the other, the 
guaranty is that they will protect. In other words, the 
United States are not permitted to wait until the enemy 
shall b? upon your borders ; until the invading army 
shall have IJeon organised and drilled and placed in march 
with a view to the invasion ; but they must pass all laws 
necessary and proper to insure protection and domestic 
tranquillity to each State and Territory of this Union 
against Invasion or hostilities from other States and Ter* 
ritories. 

Then, sir, I hold that it is not only necessary to use th« 
military power wlien the actual case of invasion shall 
occur, but to autlioriae the judicial department of the 
Oovernment to suppress all conspiracies and combina- 
tions in the several dtates with intent to invade a State, 
or molester disturb its government, its peace, its citisens, 
its property or its institutions. You must punish the 
conspiracy, the combination with intent to do the act, 
and then you will suppress it in advance. There is no 
principle more familiar to the legal profession than that 
wherever it is proper to declare an act to be a crime, it is 
proper to punish a conspiracy or combination with intent 
to perpetrate the act. Looic upon your statute-lM>oks, 
and I presume you will find an enactment to punish the 
counterfeiting of the coin of the United States ; and then 
another section to puni!<h a man for having counterfeit 
coin in his possession fsithinUfU to pass it ; and another 
section to punih him for having the molds or dies or in- 
struments for counterfeiting, with intent to use them. 
This is a familiar principle In legislative and Judicial pro- 
ceedings. If the act of invasion is criminal, the con- 
spiracy to invade should also be made criminal. If it be 
unlawful and illegal to invade a State, and run off fugi- 
tive slaves, why not make it unlawful to form conspiracies 
and combinations in the several States with intent to do 
the actf We have been told that a notorious man who 
has recently suffered death for his crimes upon the gal- 
lows, boasted in Cleveland, Ohio, in a public lecture, a 
year ago, that he had then a body of men employed in 
running away horses flrom the slaveholders of Missouri, 
and pointed to a livery stable in Cleveland which was full 
of the stolen horses at that time. * 

I think it is within our coro.petency, and consequently 
our duty, to pass a law making every conspiracy or com- 
bination in any State or Territory oi this Union to invade 
another with intent to steid or run away property of any 
kind, whether it be negroes, or horses, or property of Mny 
other description, into another State, a crime, and punisii 
the conspirators by indictment in the United States 
courts and confinement in the prisons and penitentiaries 
of the State or Territory where tt# conspiracy may be 
formed and quelled. Sir, I would carry these provisions 
of law as far as our constitutional powers will reach. / 
vxnUd make it a crime to form eonvpiraciee wW^ a 
view of invadinff State* or Territoriee to control 
elections^ whether iheybe wider the garb of Emigrant 
Aid SocieUea of New England or Blue Lodge* qf Mie- 
eourl, (Applause in the galleries.) In other words, 
this provision of the Constitutions means more than the 
mere repelling of an invasion when the invading army 
shall reach tiie border of a State. The language is, it 
shall protect the State against invasion ; the meaning of 
which is, to use the language of the preamble to the Con- 
stitution, to insure to each State dome:»tic tranquillity 
against external violence. There can be no peace, there 
can be no prosperity, there can be no safety in any com- 
munity, unless it is secured against violence from abroad. 
Why, sir, it has been a question seriously mooted in 
Europe, whether it was not the duty of England, a power 
foreign to France, to pass laws to puniab coospliraoies in 



England against the lives of the princes oT France. I 
shall not argue the question of comity between foreign 
Slates. I predicate my argument upon the Constitution 
by which we are governed, and which we have sworn to 
obey, and demand that the Conititution be executed in 
good faith so as to punish and suppress every combina- 
tion, every conspiracy, either to invade a State or to 
molest its inhabitants, or to disturb its property, or to 
subvert its institutions and its government. I believe 
this can be effectually done by authorising the United 
States courts in the several States to take jurisdiction of 
the offense, and punish the violation of the law with 
appropriate punishments. 

It cannot be said that the time has not yet arrived for 
such legislation. It cannot be said witli truth that the 
Harper's Verry case will not be repeated, or is not in 
danger of repetition. It is only necessary to inquire into 
the causes which produced the Harper's Ferry outrage, 
and ascertain whether those causes are yet in active 
operation, and then you can determine whether there is 
any ground for apprehension that that invasion will be 
repeated. Sir, what were the causes which produced the 
Harper's Ferry outrage ? Without stopping to adduce 
evidence in detail, I have no hesitation in expressing my 
firm and deliberate conviction that the Barper*» Ferry 
crime was the natural^ logical, inevitable reffuUofthe 
doctrines and teacMnge </ the RepiU>Hcan party, a* 
explained and enforced in their plot form, their paa^ 
tiean preaeee, their pamphlets and books, and espe- 
dally in the speeches cf Iheir leaders itn and out of 
Congress, (Applause in the galleries.) . 

And, sir, inasmuch as the Constitution of the United 
States confers upon Congress the power coupled with 
the duty of protecting each State against external 
aggression, and inasmuch as that includes the power of 
suppressing and punishing conspiracies in one State 
against the institutions, property, people, or govern- 
ment of every other State, I desire to carry out that 
power vigorously. Sir, give us such a law as the Con- 
stitution contemplates and authorises, and I will show 
the Senator from New York that there is a constitutional 
mode of repressing the ** irrepressible conflict." IwiU 
open Vie prison doors to allow conspirators against the 
peace <tfthe JSepubUc and the domestic traniivdllUy of 
our States to select their cells wherein to drag out a 
miserable life as a punishment for their crimes against 
the pe<ice€f society, .... 

Mr. President, the mode of preserving peace is plain. 
This system of sectional warfare must cease. The Con- 
stitution has given the power, and all we ask of Congress 
Is to give the means, and we, by indictments and con- 
victions in the Federal courts of our several States, will 
make such examples of the leaders of these conspiracies 
as will strike terror into the hearts of the others, and 
there will be an end of this crusade. Sir, you must 
check it by crushing out the conspiracy, tlie combina- 
tion, and then there can be safety. 

[A special committee of the Senate, of which 
Mr. Mason, of Ya., was chairman, appointed to 
investigate the Harper's Ferry affair, ascertain 
the cause of the raid, and report what laws, if 
any, were necessary to prevent a repetition, 
reported near the close of the session, that 
the committee were unable to discover that 
any persons were either directly or indirectly 
engaged in the invasion, other than John 
Brown and those who accompanied him to 
Harper's Ferry.] - 

WHAT POPULAR S0TERSI6NTT HAS DONK. 

From Mr, Douglas' Speech in fheSenate, May 16, 1860. 

Bat, we are told that the necessary result of this doc- 
trine of non-intervention, which, gentlemen, by way of 
throwing ridicule upon it, call squatter sovereignty, is 
to deprive the South of all participation in what they 
call the common Territories of the United States. That 
was the ground on which the Senator from Misissippl (Mr. 
Davis), predicated his opposition to the Compromise 
Measures of I860. He regarded a refusal to repeal the 
Mexican law as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso ; a re- 
fusal to recognise by an act of Congress the right to 
carry a slave there as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso; 
a refusal to deny to a Territorial Legislature the right to 
exclude Slavery as equivalent to an exclusion. He be- 
lieved at that time that this doctrine did amount to a 
denial of southern rights ; and he told the people of 
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Miasiflsippi so ; but they doubted it. Now let us see hov 
far hii theory and suppositions hare been verified. I 
infer that he told the people of Mississippi so, for he 
makes it a charge in his bill of indictment against me, 
that I am hostile to southern rights because I gave those 
votes. 

Now, what has been the result? My views were 
incorporated into the Compromise Measures of 1850, and 
his were rejected. Has the South been excluded from all 
the territory acquired from Mexico ? What says the bill 
from the House of Representatives now on your table, 
repealing the slave code in New Mexico, established by 
the people themselves ^ M is pari of the history of the 
country that under this doctrine of non-interverUion, 
thie doctrine that you delight to eaU squatter eove- 
reifffUy^ the people of New Meeoico ha4>e introduced 
andprotected Slavery in the whole of that Territory. 
Under this doctrine, they have converted a tract of 
Free Territory into Slftve Territory, more than Jive 
times the si»e of the State of New- York. Under this 
doctrine^ Slavery has been eostended from the Rio 
Orande to the vvU of Oalifomia, and from the line of 
the Republic ofMeosioo, not only uptoSQ deg. 80 min., 
but vpto98 deg.—QiYUia tou a dbokbb and a halp horb 

8LAVB TBIUUTORT THAM TOI7 BVBH CLAIM BD. In 1848 and 

1849 and 1850, you only asked to have the line of 86 deg. 
80 min. The Nashville convention fixed that as its ulti- 
matum. I offered it in t<he Senate In August, 1848 and it 
was adopted here but rejected in the House of Represen- 
tatives. You asked only up to 86 deg. 80 min., and non- 
intervention has given you Slave Territory up to 9^ 

deg., A DBORBB AMD A HALF MORB THAM TOU ASKED ; 

and yet you say that tliis ia a sacrifice of Southern 
rights! 
These are the fruits of this principle which the Sena- 



tor from Ikflssissippi regards as hostile to the rights of the 
South. Where did you ever get any other fruits that 
were more palatable to your taste or more refreshing to 
your strength ? What other inch of Free Territory has been 
converted into Slave Territory on the American continent, 
since tlie Revolution, except in New Mexico and Arizona, 
under the principle of non-intervention affirmed at 
Charleston f If it be true that this principle of non-inter- 
vention has g^ven to Slavery all New Mexico, which was 
surrounded on nearly every side by Free Tenitory, will 
not the same principle protect you in the northern states 
of Mexico when they are acquired, since they are now sur- 
rounded by Slave Territory ; are several hundred miles 
further South ; have many degrees of greater heat ; and 
have a climate and soil adapted to Southern products ? 
Are you not satisfied with these practical results ? Do 
you desire \o appeal ftom the people of the Territories 
to the Congress of the United States to settle this ques- 
tion in the Territories f When you distrust the people 
and appeal to Congress, with both houses largely againsi 
you on this question, what sort of protection will you get f 
Whenever you ask a Slave code from Congress to protect 
your institutions in a Territory where the people do not 
want it, you will get that sort of protection which the 
wolf i^ves to the lamb ; you will get that sort of friendly 
hug that the gricsly bear gives to the infant. Appealing 
to an Anti-Slavery Congress to pass laws of protection, 
with a view of forcing Slavery upon an unwilling and 
hostile people I Sir, of all the mad schemes that ever 
could be devised by the South, or by the enemies of the 
South, that which recognises the right of Congress to 
touch the institution of Slavery either in States or Terri- 
tories, beyond the single case provided in the Constitu- 
tion for the rendition of fugitive Slaves, is the most 
fatal.— 4^«iMfi0B to Congressional Globe, page B14^ 
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A SPEECH BY WILLIAM H. SEWARD, 
Delivered at Rochester^ Mofiday^ Oct. 25, 1858. 



FBLLOW-cmzEMS : The unmistakable outbreaics of zeal 
which occur all around me, show that you are earnest men 
— and such a man am I. Let us, therefore, at least for a 
time, pass by all secondary and collateral questions, 
whether of a personal or of a general nature, and consider 
the main subject of the present canvass. The Democratic 
party, or, to speak more accurately, the party which wears 
that attractive name, is in possession of the Fe<li.'ral Qo- 
vernment. The Republicans propose to dislodge that 
party, and dismiss it from its high trust. 

The main subject, then, is, whether the Democractic 
party deserves to retain the confidence of t'.ie American 
people. In attempting to prove it unworthy, I think that 
I am not actuated by prejudices against that party, or by 
prepossessions in favor of its adversary ; for I have learned, 
by some experience, that virtue and patriotism, vice and 
selfishness, are found in all parties, and that they differ 
less in their motives tiian in the policies they pursue. 

Our country is a theatre, which exhibits in fUll opera- 
tion, two radically different political systems; the one 
resting on the basis of servile or slave labor, the other on 
the basis of voluntary labor of freemen. 

The laborers who are enslaved are all negroes, or per- 
sons more or less purely of African derivation. But this 
Is only accidental. The principle of the system is, Uiat 
labor in every society, by whomsoever performed, is ne- 
cessarily unintellectual, groveling, and base ; and that the 
laborer, equally for his own good and for the welfare of 
the State, ought to be enslaved. The white laboring man, 
whether native or foreigner, is not enslaved, only because 
he cannot, as yet. be reduced to bondage. 

You need not be told now that the slave system is the 
older of the two, and that once it was universal. 

The emancipation of our own ancestors, Caucasians 
and Europeans as they were, hardly dates beyond a 
period of five hundred years. The great melioration of 
human society which modem times exhibit, is mainly due 
to the incomplete substitution of the system of voluntary 
labor for the old one of servile labor, which has already 
taken place. This African slave system Is one which, in 
its origin and in its growth, has been altogether foreign 
from the habits of the races which colonized these States, 
and established civilization here. It was introduced on 



this new continent as an engine of conquest, and for the 
establishment of monarchical power, by the Portuguese and 
the Spaniards, and was rapidly extended by them all over 
South America, Central America, Louisiana, and Mexico. 
Its legitimate fruits are seen in the poverty, imbecility, and 
anarchy, which now pervade all Portuguese and Spanish 
America. The free-labor system is of German extraction, 
and it was established in our country by emigrants fh)ro 
Sweden, Holland, Germany, Great Britain, and Ireland. 
We justly ascribe to its influences the strength, wealth, 
greatness, intelligence, and freedom which the whole 
American people now ei^oy. One of the chief elements of 
the value of human life is freedom in ttie pursuit of happi> 
ness. The slave system is not only intolerant, uii^just, and 
inl^uman toward the laborer, whom, only because he Is a 
laborer, it loads down with chains and converts into mer* 
chandise, but is scarcely less severe upon the freeman, to 
whom, only because he is a laborer from necessity, it de- 
nies facilities for employment, and whom it expels from 
the community because it cannot enslave and convert him 
into merchandise also. It b necessarily improvident and 
ruinous, because, as a general truth, communities prosper 
and flourish or droop and decline in just the degree that 
they practice or negl^ to practice the primary duties of 
justice and humanity. The free-labor S3r8tem conforms to 
uie divine law of equality, which is written in the hearts 
and consciences of men, and therefore is always and every- 
where beneficent. 

The slave system is one of constant danger, distrust, 
suspicion, and watchfulness. It debases those whose 
toil alone can produce wealth and resources for defense, 
to the lowest degree of which human nature is capable, 
to guard against mutiny and insurrection, and thus 
wastes energies which otherwise might be employed in 
national development and aggrandizement. 

The free-labor system educates all alike, and by open- 
ing all the fields of industrial employment, and all the 
departments of authority, to the unchecked and equal 
rivalry of all classes of men, at once secures universal 
contentment,, and brings into the highest possible aotir 
vity all the physical, moral, and social energies of the 
whole State. In States where the slave system prevails, 
the masters, di-ectly or indirectly, secure ail politi^l 
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power, and constitute a ruling aristocracy. In States 
where the free-labor system prevails, universal saflfrage 
necessarily obtains, and the State inevitably becomes, 
sooner or later, a republic or democracy. 

Russia yet maintains Slavery, and is a despotism. 
Most of the other European States have abolished 
Slavery, and adopted the system of free labor. It was 
the antagonistic political tendencies of the two systems 
which the first Napoleon was contemplating when he 
predicted that Europe would ultimately be either all 
Cossack or all Republican. Never did human sagacity 
utter a more pregnant truth. The two systems are at 
once perceived to be incongruous. But they are more 
than incongruous — they are incompatible. They never 
have permanently existed together in one country, and 
they never can. It would be easy to demonstrate this 
Impossibility, from the irreconcilable contrast between 
tlieir great principles and characteristics. But the expe- 
rience of mankind has conclusively established it. 
Slavery, as I have already intimated, existed in every 
state in Europe. Free labor has supplanted it every- 
where except in Russia and Turkey. State necessities 
developed in modern times, are now obliging even those 
two nations to encourage and emplcy free labor ; and 
already, despotic as they are, we find them engaged in 
abolishing Slavery. In the United States, Slavery came 
into collision with free labor at the close of the last cen- 
tury, and fell before it in New-England: New-York, New- 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania, but triumpned over it effec- 
tually, .and excluded it for a period yet undetermined, 
from Virginia, the Carolinas, and Georgia. Indeed, so 
incompatible are the two systems, that every new State 
which is organized within our ever-extending domain 
makes Its first political act a choice of the one and an 
exclusion of the other, even at the cost of civil war, if 
necessary. The Slave States, without law, at the last 
national election, successfully forbade, within their own 
limits, even the casting of votes for a candidate for Presi- 
dent of the United States supposed to be favorable 
to the establishment of the free-labor system In new 
States. 

Hitherto, the two systems have existed In different 
States, but side by side within the American Union. 
This has happened because the Union is a confederation 
of States. But In another aspect the United States con- 
stitute only one nation. Increase of population, which 
is filling the States out to their very borders, together 
with a new and extended net-work of railroads and 
other avenues, and an internal commerce which daily 
becomes more Intimate, is rapidly bringing the States 
into a higher and more perfect social unity or con- 
solidation. Thus, these antagonistic systems are con- 
tinually coming into closer contact, and collision 
results. 

Shall I tell you what this oolUsIon means ? They who 
think that -it is accidental, unnecessary, the work of in- 
terested or fanatical a^tators, and therefore ephemeral, 
mistake the case altogether. It is an irrepressible con- 
flict between opposing and enduring forces, and It 
means that the United States must and will, sooner or 
later, become either entirely a slaveholdlng nation, or 
entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice 
fields of South Carolina and the sugar plantations of 
Louisiana will ultimately be Ulled by free labor, and 
Charleston and New Orleans become marts for legiti- 
mate merchandise alone, or else the rye-fields and 
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and New- York must again 
be surrendered by their farmers to slave culture and to 
the production of slaves, and Boston and New-York be- 
come once more markets for trade in the bodies and 
souls of men. It is the failure to apprehend this great 
truth that Induces so many unsuccessful attempts at 
final compromise between the Slave and Free States, 
and it is the existence of this great t|ct that renders all 
such pretended compromises, when made, vain and 
ephemeral. Startling as this saying may appear to you, 
fellow-citisens, it is by no means an original or even a 
modern one. Our forefathers knew it to be true, and 
unanimously acted upon it when they framed the Consti- 
tution of the United States. They regarded the extot- 
ence of the servile system in so many of the States with 
sorrow and shame, which ttiey openly confessed, and 
they looked upon the collision between them, which was 
then just revealing itself, and which we are now accus- 
tomed to deplore, with favor and hope. They knew that 
either the one or the other system must exclusively pre- 
valL 

Unlike too many of those who in modem times invoke 
their authority, they had a choice between the two. 
They preferred the system of free labor, and tbey deter- 
mined to organize Uie €h>vemment, and so to ^ect its 
activity, that that system should surely and certainly 
prevail. For this purpose, and no other, they based the 
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whole structure of Government broadly on the principle 
that all men are created equal, and therefore free— little 
dreaming that, within the short period of one hundred 
years, their descendants would bear to be told by any 
orator, however popular, that the utterance of that prin* 
ciple was merely a rhetorical rhapsody ; or by any judge 
however venerated, that it was attended by mental re- 
servations, which rendered it hypocritical and false. By 
the Ordinance of 1787, they dedicated all of the national 
domain not yet polluted by Slavery to free labor Im- 
mediately, thenceforth and forever ; while by the new 
Constitution and laws they invited foreign free labor 
fk'om all lands under the sun, and Interdicted the im- 
portation of African Slave Labor, at all times, In all 
places, and under all circumstances whatsoever. It is 
true that they necessarily and wisely modified this 
policy of Freedom, by leaving it to the several States, 
affected as they were by differing circumstances, to 
abolish Slavery in their own way and at their own plea- 
sure, instead of confiding that duty to Congress, and 
that they secured to the Slave States, while yet retain- 
ing the system of Slavery, a three-fifths representation 
of slaves in the Federal Government, until they should 
find themselves able to relinquish it with safety. But 
the very nature of these modifications fortifies my posi- 
tion that the fathers knew that the two systems could 
not endure within the Union, and expected that within 
a short period Slavery would disappear forever. More- 
over, in order that these modifications might not alto- 
gether defeat their grand design of a Republic maintain- 
ing universal equality, they provided that two-thirds of 
the States might amend the Constitution. 

It remains to say on this point only one word, to guard 
against misapprehension. If these States are to agsln be- 
come universally slaveholdlng, I do not pretend to say 
with what violations of the Constitution that end shall be 
accomplished. On the other hand, while I do confidently 
believe and hope that my country wUl yet become a land 
of universal Freedom, I do not expect that It will be made 
so otherwise than through the action of the several States 
cooperating with the Federal Ck>verhment, and all acting 
in strict conformity with their respective Constitutions. 

The strife and contentions concerning Slavery, which 
gently-disposed persons so habitually deprecate, are no- 
thing more thaii the ripening of the conflict wluch the fathers 
themselves, not only thus regarded with favor, but which 
they may be said to have instituted. 

It is not to be denied, however, that thus far the course 
of that contest has not been according to their humane 
anticipations and wishes. In the field of federal politics, 
Slavery, deriving unlooked-for advantages from commer- 
cial changes, and energies unforeseen ftom the facilities of 
combination between members of the slaveholdlng class-, 
and between that class and other property classes, earfy 
rallied, and has at len^h made a stand, not merely to re- 
tain its original defensive position, but to extend its sway 
throughout the whole Union. It is certain that the slave- 
holding class of American cltisens Indulge this high ambi- 
tion, and that they derive encouragement for it from the 
rapid and effective political successes which they have 
already obtained. The plan of operation is this : By con- 
tinued appliances of patronage and threats of disunion, 
they will keep a minority favorable to these designs In the 
Senate, where each State has an equal representation. 
Through that minority they will defeat, as they best can, 
the adndsslon of Free States, and secure the admission of 
Slave States. Under the protection of the Judiciary, they 
will, on the principle of the Dred Scott case, carry Slavery 
into all the Territories of the .United States now existing, 
and hereafter to be organized. By the action of the Pre- 
ddent and the Senate, using the treaty-making power, they 
will annex foreign slaveholdlng States. In a favorable 
coiO^uicture they will Induce Congress to repeal the act of 
1808, which prohibits the foreign slave-trade, and so they 
will import from Africa, at the cost of only ^iO- a head^ 
slaves enough to fill up the interior of the continent. 
Thus relatively increasing the number of Slave States, they 
wiU allow no amendment to the Constitution prejudicial to 
their interest; and so, havhig permanently established 
their power, they expect the Federal Judiciary to nullify 
all State laws which shall interfere with internal or foreign 
commerce in slaves. When the Free States shall be suffi- 
ciently demoralized to tolerate these designs, tbey reason- 
ably conclude that Slavery will be accepted by those States 
themselves. I shall not stop to. show how speedy or how 
complete would be the ruin which the accomplishment of 
these slaveholdlng schemes would bring upon the cotmtry. 
For one, I should not remain In the country to test the sad 
experiment. Having spent my manhood, though not my 
whole life, in a Free State, no aristocracy of any kind, 
much less an aristocracy of slaveholders, shall ever make 
the laws of the land in which I shall be content to live. 
Having seen the society around me universally engaged la 
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mgrlealture, man«fa«tarei and toade, whidi were Innocent 
and beneficent, I shall never be a denken of a State 
where men and women are reared as cattle, and bought 
and sold as merchandise. When Uiat evil day shall come, 
and all further effort at resistance shall be impossible, 
then, if there shall be no better hope for redemption than 
I can now foresee, I shall say with Franklin, while looking 
abroad over the whole earth for a new and more congenial 
home, ^ Where litfcrty dweUs, there is my conntiy." 

Tou will tell me that these fears are extravagant and 
chimericaL I answer, they are so ; but they are so only 
because the designs of the slaveholden most and can be 
defeated. But it is only the possibility of defeat that ren- 
ders them so. They cannot be defeated by inactivity. 
There is no escape from them, compatible with non-resist- 
ance. How, then, and in what way, shall the necessary 
resistance be made f There is only one way. The Demo- 
cratic party must be permanently dislodged from the Gov- 
ernment. The reason is, that the Democratic party is in- 
extricably committed to the designs of the slaveholders, 
which I have described. Let me be weU undentood. I do 
not charge that the Democratic candidates for public office 
now before the people are pledged to, much less that the 
Democratic masses who support them really adopt, those 
atrocioas and dangerous designs. Candidates may, and 
generally do, mean to act Justly, wisely, and patriotically, 
when they shall be elected ; but they become tlie ministers 
and servants, not the dictators, of the power wtdch elects 
them. The policy which a party shall pursue at a future 
period is only gradually developed, depending on the oc- 
currence of events never fully foreknown. The motives 
of men, whether acting as electors, or in any other capa- 
city, are generally pure. Nevertheless, it is not more true 
that ^* HeU is paved with good intentions,'* than it is that 
earth is covered with wrecks resulting from innocent and 
amiable motives. 

The very con^tution of the Democratic party commits 
it to execute all the designs of the slaveholders, whatever 
they may be. It is not a party of the whole Union, of all 
the Free States and of all the Slave States ; nor yet is it a 
party of the Free States in the Nortti and in the Northwest ; 
but it is a sectional and local party, having practically its 
seat within the Slave States, and counting its constituency 
chiefly and almost exclusively there. Of all its represen- 
tatives in Congress and in the Electoral College, two-thirds 
uniformly come from these States. Its great element of 
strength lies in the vote of the slaveholders, augmented by 
the representation of three-fifths of the slaves. Deprive 
the Democratic party of this strength, and it would be a 
. helpless and hopeless minority, incapable of continued or- 
i.ganization. The Democratic party, being thus local and 
sectional, acquires new strength from the admission of 
every new Slave State, Shd loses relatively by the admis- 
sion of every new Free State into the Union. 

A party is, in one sense, a Joint-stock assodatlMi, in 
which those who contoibute most direct the action and 
management of the concern. The slaveholders contribut- 
ing in an overwhelmning proportion to the capital strength 
•of the Democratic party, they necessarily dictate and pre- 
.scribe its policy. The inevitable caucus system enables them 
:to do so with a show of fairness and Justicei. Itit were pos- 
dble to conceive for a moment that the Democratic party 
4hould disobey the behests of the slaveholders, we should 
then see a withdrawal of the slaveholders, which would 
leave the party to perish. The portion of the party which 
is found in the Free Stakes is a mere appendage, conve- 
nient to modifjr its sectional character, without impairing 
its sectional constitution, and is less effective in regulating 
its movement than the nebulous tail of the comet b in de- 
termining the appointed though apparently eccentric 
-course of the fiery sphere from which it emanates. 

To expect the DemocraUc party to resist Slavery and 
.favor Freedom, Is as unreasonable as to look for Protestant 
missionaries to the Catholic Propaganda of Rome. The 
history of the Democratic party commits it to the policy 
of Slavery. It has been the Democratic party, and no 
other- agency, which has carried that policy up to its pre- 
sent alarming culmination. Without stopping to ascertain, 
critically, the origin of the present Democratic party, we 
may concede its claim to date from the era of good feeling 
which (pccurred under the Administration of President 
Monroe. At that Ume, in this State, and about that time 
in many others of the Free States, the Democratic party 
deliberately disfranchised the free colored, or African dti- 
sen, and it has pertinaciously continued this disfranchise- 
ment ever since. This was an effective aid to Slavery ; 
for while the slaveholder votes for his slaves against Free- 
4iHn, the freed slave in the Free States is prohibited from 
voting against Slavery. 

In 1824, the Democracy resisted the electbn of John 
•Quincy Adams— himself before that time an acceptable 
Democrat -and In 1828, it expelled him from the Presi- 
4iency, and put a slaveholder in his place, although the 



office had been filled by slaveholders thiity-two oat of 
forty years. 

In 1886, Martin Van Buren— the first non-sIaveboUUng 
citizen of a Free State to whose election the Democratic 
party ever consented— signalized his inauguration into tiie 
Presidency, by a gratuitous announcement, that under no 
circumstance would he ever approve a biU for the aboli- 
tion of Kavery in the District of Columbia. From 18^ to 
1844, the subject of abolishing Slavery in the District of 
Columbia and in the national dock-yards and arsenals, 
was brought before Congress by repeated popular appeals. 
The Democratic party thereupon promptly denied the right 
of petition, and effectually suppressed the freedom of 
speech in Congress, so far as the institution of Slavery was 
concerned. 

From 1640 to 1848, good and wise men counselled that 
Texas should remain outside of the Unioa until she 
should consent to rel.nquish her self-instituted slavery ; 
but the Democratic party precipitated her admission into 
the Union, not only without that condition, but even 
with a covenant that the State might be divided and 
reorganized so as to constitute four Slave States instead 
of one. 

In 1846, when the United States became Involved in a 
war with Mexico, and it waa apparent tliat the straggle 
would end in the dismemberment of that republic, which 
was a non-slavebolding power, the Democratic party 
reelected a declaration Uiat Slavery should not be estab- 
lished within the territory to be acquired. When, in 
I860, governments were to be instituted in the Territo- 
ries of California and New-Mexico the fruits of that war, 
the Democratic party refused to admit New-Mexico as a 
Free State, and only consented to admit California as a 
Free btate on the condition, as It has since explained the 
transaction, of leaving all of New^Mexico and Utah open 
to Slavery, to which was also added the concession of 
perpetual Slavery in the District of Columbia, and the 
passage of an unconstitutional, cruel, and humiliating 
law, for the recapture of f^itive slaves, with a farther 
stipulation that the subject of Slavery should never again 
be agitated in either chamber of Congress. When, in 
1864, the slaveholders were contentedly reposing on these 
great advantages, then so recently won, the Democratic 
party, unnecetttarily, officiously, and with superservicea- 
ble liberality, awakened them from their slumber, to offer 
and force on their acceptance the abrogation of the law 
wtiich declared that neither Slavery nor involuntary ser- 
vitude should ever exist within that part of the ancient 
teriilory of Louisiana which lay outside of the State of 
Missouri, and north of the parallel of 86 deg. 80 min. of 
north latitude— a law which, with the exception of one 
other, was the only statute of Freedom then remaining in 
the Federal code. 

In 1656, when the people of Kansas had organised a 
new State within the region thus abandoned to Slavery, 
and applied to be admiUed as a Free State into the Union, 
the Democratic paii^ contemptuously rejected their pe- 
tition and drove them, with menaces and intimidations, 
from the hails of Congress, and armed the l?resident with 
militaiy power to enforce their submission to a slave 
code, established over them by fraud and usurpation. 
At every subsequent stage of the long contest which has 
since raged in liansae, tiie DemocraUc party has lent Us 
sympathies, its aid, and ail the powers of the Government 
which it controlled, to enfoi ce slavery upon titat unwil- 
lUig and h^ured people. And now, even at this day, 
while it mocks us with the assurance that Kansa* is free, 
the Democratic party keeps the State excluded from her 
Just and proper place in the Union, under the hupe that 
she may be dragooned into the acceptance of &i«ivery. 

The Democratic party, finally, haa piocured f om a 
Supreme Judiciary, fixed in its iutereut, a dec:ee that 
SUvery exists by force of the Constitution in ere.y Terii- 
tory of the United States, paramount to all legiiilaiive 
authority either within tiie 'territory, or residing in Con- 
gress. 

Such Is the Democratic party. It has no policy, State 
or Federal, for finance or trade, or manufacture, or t!otU' 
merce, or education, or internal improvements, or for the 
protection or even the secuiity of civil or religious lib- 
erty. It Is positive aad uncojnpromiaing in the interest 
of Slavery — negative, eon^romising and vacillating, in 
regard to everything else. It boaste its love of equality 
and wastes its strengtii, and even its life, in fortifying the 
only aristocracy known in the land. It professes frater- 
nity, and, so often as Slavery requires, allies itself with- 
proscription. It magnifies itself for conquests in fordlj^ 
lands, but it sends the national eagle forth always wltb 
chains, and not the olive branch, in his fangs. 

This dark record shows you, fellow citizens, what I 
was unwilling to announce at an earlier stage of this 
argument, that of the whole nefarious schedule of slave* 
holding designs wUch I have auibinitt«d to yoo, the.I>eiBO« 
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cratic party has left only one yet to be consummated — 
the abrogation of the law wliich forbids the African slave 
trade. 

Now, I know very well that the Democratic party has, 
at every stage of.these proceedings, disavowed the motive 
and the policy of fortifying and extending Slavery, and 
has excused them on entirely different and more plausi- 
ble grounds. But the inconsistency and frivolity of 
these pleas prove stUl more conclusively the guilt I 
charge upon that party; It must, indeed, try to excuse 
such guili before mankind, and even to the consciences 
of its own adherents. There is an instinctive abhorrence 
of Slavery, and an inborn and inhering love of Freedom 
in the human heart, which renders palliation of such 
gross misconduct indispensabie. It disfranchised the free 
African on the ground uf a fear that, if left to enjoy the 
right of suffrage, he might seduce the tree white citi- 
sen into amalgamation with his wronged and despised 
race. The Democratic party condemned and deposed 
John Quincy Adams, because he expended $12,000,000 a 
year, while it justifies Ids fkvored successor in spending 
$70,000,0ub, $80,000,000, and even $li 0,000,000, a year. 
It denies emancipation in the District of Columbia, even 
with compensation to masters and the consent of the 
people, on the ground of an implied constitutional inhi- 
bition, although the Constitution expressly confers upon 
Congress sovereign legislative power in that District, and 
although the Democratic party is tenacious of the prin- 
e.'pie or strict coustructiou. it. violated tiie express pro- 
visions of the Constitution in suppressing petition and 
debate on the suluect of Slavery, through fear of dis- 
turbance of the public hariuouy, although it claims that 
the electors have a rigtit to instruct their representatives, 
and even demand tlieir resignation in cases of contu- 
macy. It extended Slavery over Texas, and connived at 
the attempt to spread it across the Mexican territories, 
even to the shores of the Pacific Ocean, under a plea of 
enlarging the area of Freedom. It abrogated the Mexi- 
can slave law and the Missouri Compromise prohibition 
of Slavery in Kaiisat:, not to open the new Territories to 
Slavery, but to try therein the n«w and fascinating 
theories of Non-intervention and Popular Sovereignty; 
and, finally, it overthrew both these new and elegant 
systems by the English Lecompton bill and the Dred 
Scott deubion, on tiie ground thut the Free States ought 
not to enter the Union without a population equal to the 
represeututive basis of one meiiibei of Congress, although 
Slave States migUt cuuie in without inspection as to their 
numbers. 

Will any member of the Democratic party now here 
claim that the autliorities chosen by tiie suffrages of the 
party transcended their partisan platforms, and so misre- 
presented the party in the various transactions I have 
recited? Then I ask him to name one Democratic 
statesman or legislator, from Van Buren to Walker, 
who either timidly or cautiously like them, or boldly or 
defiantly like Douglas, ever refused to execute a 
behest of the slaveholders, and was not therefor, and 
for no other catiae, immediately denounced, and de- 
posed from his trust, and repudiated by the Democratic 
party for that contumacy. 

I think, fellow-cittsens, that I have shown you that it 
is hlglb. time for the friends of Freedom to rush to the 
rescue of the Constitution, and that their very first duty 
is to dismiss tlie Democratic party from the administi a- 
tion of the Government. 

Why shall it not be done ? All agree that it ought to 
be done. What, then, shall prevent its being done ? 
Nothing but timidity or division of the opponents of the 
Democratic party. 

Some of these opponents start one ohjectioa, and some 
another. Let us notice these objections briefly. One 
class say that they cannot trust the Republican party ; 
that it has not avowed its hostility to Slavery boldly 
enough, or its affection for Freedom earnestly enough. 

I ask in reply, is there any other party which can be more 
safely trusted ? Every one knows that It is the Republican 
party or none, that shall displace the Democratic party. 
But I. answer further, that the character and fidelity 
of any party are determined, necessarily, not by its 
pledges, programmes, and platforms, but by the public 
exigencies, and the temper of the people when they call 
it into activity. Subserviency to Slavery is a law writ- 
ten not only on the forehead of the Democratic party, 
but also in its very soul— so resistance to Slavery, and 
devotion to Freedom, the popular elements now ac- 
tively working for the Republican party among th« peo- 
ple, must and will be the resources for its ever-renewing 
strength and constant invigoration. 

Others cannot support the Republican party, because it 
it has not sufficiently exposed its platform, and deter- 
mined what it will do, and what it will not do, when 
triumphant. It may prove too progressive for some, and 



too conservative for others. As if any party ever foresaw 
so clearly the course of future events as to plan a univer- 
sal scheme for future action, adapted to all possible 
emergencies. Who would ever have joined even the Whig 
party of the Revolution, if it had been obliged to answer, 
in 1775, whether it would declare for Independence in 
1776, and for this noble Federal Constitution of ours in 
1787, and not a year earlier or later ? 

The people of the United States will be as wise next 
yetfr, and the year afterward, and even ten years hence, 
as we are now. They will oblige the Republican party 
to act as the public welfare and the interests of justice 
and humanity shall require, through all the stages of its 
career, whether of trial or triumph. 

Others will not venture an effort, because they fear 
that the Union would not endure the change. Will 
such objectors tell me how long a Constitution can bear 
a strain directly along the fibres of which it is com- 
posed ? This is a Constitution of Freedom. It is being 
converted into a Constitution of Slavery. It is a repub- 
lican Constitution. It is being made. an aristocratic one. 
Others' wish to wait until some collateral questions con- 
cerning temperance, or the exercise of the elective fran- 
chise are properly settled. Let me ask all such persons, 
whether time enough has not been wasted on these 
points already, without gaining any other than this 
single advantage, namely, the discovery that only one 
thing can be effectually done at one time, and that the 
one thing which must and will be done at any one time 
is just that thing which is most urgent, and will no 
longer admit of postponement or delay. Finally, we 
are told by faint-hearted men that they despond; the 
Democratic party, they say. Is unconquerable, and the 
dominion of Slavery is consequently inevitable. I 
reply to them, that the complete and universal dominion 
of Slavery would be intolerable enough when it should 
have come after the last possible effort to escape should 
have been made. There would, in that case, be left to 
us the consoling reflection of fidelity to duty. 

But I reply, further, that I know — few, I think, know 
better than I->the resources and energies of the. Demo- 
cratic party, which is identical with the Slave Power. I 
I do ample prestige to its traditional popularity. I know 
I -further-— few, I think, know better Uian I— the diffi- 
culties and disadvantages of organizing a new political 
force like the Republican party, and the obstacles it 
must encounter in laboring without prestige and without 
patronage. But, notwithstanding ail this, I know that 
the Democratic party must go down, and that the Re- 
publican party must rise into its place. The Demo- 
catic party derived its strength, originally, from its 
adoption of the principles of jequal and exact justice to 
all men. So long as it practiced this principle faith- 
fully, it was invulnerable. It became vulnerable when 
it renounced the principle, and since that time it has 
maintained itself, not by virtue of its own strengt-h, or 
even of its traditional merits, but because there as yet 
had appeared in the political field no other party that 
had the conscience and the courage to take up, and 
avow, and practice the Ufe-inspiring principles which 
the Democratic., party had surrendered. At last, tli« 
Republican part^ has appeared. It avows now, as the 
Itepublican party of 1800 did, in one word, its faith and 
its works, *' Equal and exact justice to all men.'* Even 
when it first entered the field^ only half organized, it 
strucic a blow which only just failed to secure complete 
and triumphant victory. In Uiis, its second campaign, 
it has already won advantages which render that tri- 
umph now both easy and certain. 

Tiie secret of Its assured success lies in that very char- 
acteristic which, in the month of scoffers, constitutes its 
great and lasting imbecility and reproach. It lies in 
the fact that it is a party of one idea ; but that idea is a 
noble one— an idea that fills and expands all generous 
souls ; the idea of equality— the equalitj'of all men be- 
fore human tribunals and human laws, as they all are 
equal before the Divine tribunal and Divine laws. 

I know, and you know, that a revolution has begun. 
I know, and all the world knows, that revolutions never 
go backward. Twenty Senators and a hundred Repre- 
sentatives proclaim boldly in Congress to-day sentiments 
and opinions and principles of Freedom which hardly so 
many men, even in this free State, dared to utter in the.r 
own homes twenty years ago. While the Government 
of the' United States, under the conduct of the Demo- 
cratic party, has been all that time suirendering one 
plain and castle after another to Slavery, the people of 
the United States have been no h^s steadily and perse- 
veringly gathering tsgether the forces with which to re- 
cover back again all the fields and alt the castles which 
have been lost, and to confound and overthrow, hy one 
decisive blow, the betrayers of the Constitution and 
Freedom forever. 
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''NEGRO SLAVERY NOT UNJUST." 



A SPEECH BY CHARLES O'CONOR, 
At the Union Meeting at the Academy of Mueie^ New York City, Dee. 19, 1859. 



Mr. Matob avd Obktlimsii : I caiiDot exprens to you 
the delight which I experience in beholding in ttiis great 
city so vast an assembly of my feUow citixens, conyened 
for the purpose stated in your resolutions. I am delight- 
ed beyond measure to behold at this time so vast an 
assembly responding to the call of a body so respectable 
as the twenty thousand New Yorkers who have convened 
this meetiog. If anything can give assurance to those who 
doubt, and confidence to thoM who may have had mis> 
givings as to the permanency of our institutions, and the 
solidity of the support which the people of the North are 
prepared to give them, it is that la the queen ciiy of the 
New World, in the capital of North America, there is 
assembled a meeting so large, so respectable, and so 
unanimous as this meeting has shown itself to be in re- 
ceiving sentiments which, if obserfed, must protect oar 
Union from destrtiction, and even from danger. (Ap- 
pfause.) Gentlemen, is it not a sul^ect of astonishment 
that the idea of danger, and the still more dreadful idea 
of dissolution, should be heard from the lips of an Ameri- 
can uitisen, at this day, in reference to, or in connection 
with, tne sacred name of this most sacred Union? 
(Applause.) Why gentlemen, what is our Union ? What 
are its antecedents ? What is its present condition ? If 
we ward off the evils which threaten it, what its future 
hope for us and for the great family of mankind ? Why 
gentlemen, it may well be said of this Unton as a govern- 
ment, that as it is the last offspring, so is it Time's most 
glorious and beneficent production. Gentlemen, we are 
created by an Omniscient Being. We are created by a 
Being not only AU-Seeing, but Ali-Powerful and AH- Wise. 
And in the benignity and the farseelng wisdom of His 
power. He permitted the great family of mankind to live 
on, to advance, to improve, «tep by step, and yet permit- 
ted five thousand years and upward to elapse ere He laid 
the foundation of a truly free, a truly happy, and a truly 
independent empire. It was not, gentlemen, until that 

Sreat length of time had elapsed, that the earth was 
eemed mature for laying the foundations of this mighty 
and prosperous State. It was then that He inspired the 
noble-minded and chivalrous Genoese to set forth upon 
the trackless ocean and discover the empire that we now 
enjoy. But a few years, comparatively, had elapsed 
when there was raised up in this blessed land a set of men 
whose like had never before existed upon the face of this 
earth. Men unequalled in their perceptions of the true 
principles of Justice, in their comprehensive benevolence, 
in their capacity to lay safely, justly, soundly, and with 
all the qualities which should insure permanency, the 
foundations of an empire. It was in 1776, and in this 
country, that there assembled the first, the very first, 
assembly of rational men who ever proclaimed, in clear 
and undeniable form, the immutable principles of liberty, 
and consecrated, to all time I trust, in the face of tyrants, 
and in opposition to their power, the rights of nations and 
the rights of men. (Applause.) These patriots, as soon 
as the storm of war had passed away, sat down and 
framed that instrument upon which our Union rests, the 
(}onstitation of the United States of America. (Applause.) 
And the question now before us is neither more nor less 
than this : whether that Constitution, consecrated by the 
blood shed in that glorious Revolution, consecrated by 
the signature of the most illustrious man who ever lived, 
George Washington (applause)— whether that instrument, 
accepted by the wisest and by the best of that day, and 
accepted in convention, one by one, in tooh and every 
State of this Union — that instrument from which so many 
blessings have flown — whether that instrument was con- 
ceived in crime, is a chapter of abominations f cries of 
** No, no,") is a violation of justice, is a league between 
strong-handed but wicked-hearted white men to oppress, 
and impoverish, and plunder their fellow-creatures, con- 
trary to rectitude, honor and justice. (Applause.) This 
hi the question, neither more nor less. We are toll f^om 
pulpits, we are told from the political rostrum, ve iu*e 



told in the legislative assemblies of our Northern States, 
not merely by speakers, but by distinct resolutions of the 
whole body — we are told by gentlemen occupying seats in 
the Congress of the Union through the votes of Northern 
people — that the Constitution seeks to enshrine, to protect, 
to defend a monstrous crime against justice and humanity, 
and that it is our duty to defeat its provisions, to outwit 
them , if we cannot otherwise get rid of thdr effect, and to 
trample upon the rights which it has declared shall be pro- 
tected and insured to our brethren of the South. (Ap- 
plause.) That is now the doctrine advocated. And I ask 
whether that doctrine, necessarily involving the destruc- 
tion of our Union, shaU be permitted to prevail as it has 
hitherto prevailed ? (Gentlemen, I trust you will excuse me 
for deliberately coming up to and meeting this question — 
not seeking to captivate your fancies by a trick of words 
—not seeking to exalt your imaginations by declamation 
or by any effort at eloquence — but meeting this question 
gravely, sedately, and soberly, and asking you what is to 
be our course in relation to it? Gentlemen, the Constitu* 
tion guarantees to the people of the Southern States the 
protection of their slave property. In that respect it is a 
solemn compact between the North and the South. As a 
solemn compact are we at liberty to violate it ? (Cries of 
" No, no I") .Are we at liberty to seek or take any mean, 
petty advantage of it? (Cries of ** No, no T') Are we at 
liberty to con over its particular words, and to restrict and 
to limit its operation, so as to acquire, under such narrow 
construction, a pretence of right by hostile and adverse 
legislation ? (" No, no 1*')— to interfere with the interests, 
wound the feelings, and trample on the political rights of 
our Southern fellow-dtizens? (**No, no, no !**) No, gentle- 
men. If it be a compact,and has anything sacred in it, we are 
bound to observe it in good faith, honestly and honorably, 
not merely to the letter, but ftilly to the spirit, and not m 
any mincing, half-way, unfidr, or illiberal construction, 
seeking to saUsfy the letter, to give as little as we can, and 
thereby to defeat the spirit. (Applause.) Thatmaybethe 
way that some men keep a contract about the sale of a house 
or of a chattel, but it is not the way honest men observe con- 
tracts, even in relation to the most trivial things. (^ True," 
and applause.) What has been done, having a tendency 
to disturb harmony under this Constitution, and to break 
down and destroy the union now existing between these 
States? Why, gentlemen, at an early period the subject 
of Slavery, as a mere philosophical question, was discussed 
by many, and its justice or injustice made the subject of 
argument leading to various opinions. It mattered little 
how long this discussion should last, while it was confined 
within such limits. If it had only led to the formation of 
societies like the Shakers, who do not believe in matri- 
mony; societies like the people of Utah, destined to a 
short career, who believe in too much of it (laughter) ; or 
societies of people like the strong-minded women of our 
country, who believe thai women are much better quali- 
fied thaui men to perform the functions and offices usually 
Serformed by men (laughter) — and who probably would, 
' they had their way, simply change the order of proceed- 
ings, and transfer the husband to the kitchen, and them- 
selves to the field or the cabinet. (Laughter and ap- 
plause.) So long, I say, as this sentimentality touching 
Slavery confined itself to the formation of parties and so- 
cieties of this description, it certainly could do no great 
harm, and we might satisfy ourselves with the maxim that 
** Error can do little harm as long as truth is left free to com- 
bat it.*' But unfortunately gentlemen, this senthnentality 
has found its way out of the meeting-houses— firom among 
pious people, assemblies of speculative philosophers, and 
societies formed to benefit the inhabitants of BariobooU- 
ghsr-it has found its way into the heart of the selfish poli- 
tician ; it has been made the war-cry of party ; it has been 
made the instrument whereby to elevate not merely to 
personal distinction and social rank, but to political power 
Throughout the non-slaveholding States of this Union, men. 
have been thus elevated who advocate a course of con- 
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duct necessarily exasperating the South, and the natural 
eli'ect of whose tcacliiugs renders the Southern people inse- 
cure in their property and their lives, making It a matter 
of douDt each night whether they can safely retire to their 
slumbers without sentries and guards to protect them 
agahast incursions Arom the North. I say the effect has 
been to elevate, on the strength of this sentiment, such 
men to power. And what is the result— the cxidition of 
things at this day ? Why, gentlemen, the occasion that 
calls us together is the occurrence of a ndd'upon tlie 
State of Virginia by a few misguided fanatics — followers of 
these doctrines, with arms in their hands, and bent upon 
rapine and murder. I called them followers, but they 
should be deemed leaders. They were the best, the bravest, 
and the most virtuous of all the abolition party. (Ap- 
plause.) On the Lord^s day, at the hour of still repose, 
they armed the bondman with pikes brought from the 
North, that he might slay his master, his master's wife, and 
his master's litUe children. And immediately succeeding to 
it — at this very instant — ^what is the political question pend- 
ing before Congress ? 

A book substantially encouraging the same course of 
provocation toward the South which has been long pur- 
sued, is openly recommended to circulation by sixty-eight 
members of your Congress. (Cries of " Shame, on them," 
applause, and hisses.) — Recommended to circulation by 
sixty-eight members of your Congress, all elected in North- 
ern States (hisses and applause) — every one, I say, elected 
f^om non-sLaveholding States. And with the asdstance of 
their associates, some of whom bold their oflSces by your 
votes, there is great danger that they will elect to the 
highest office in that body, where he will sit as a repre- 
sentative of the whole North, a man who united in causing 
tliat book to be distributed through the South, carrying 
poison and death in its polluted leaves. (" Hang hhn !" 
and applause.) Is it not fair to say that this great and 
glorious Union is menaced when such a state of things Is 
found to exist? when such an act is attempted? Is it 
reasonable to expect that our brethren of the South will 
calmly sit down ("No") and submit quietly to such an 
outa-age? (Cries of " No, no.") Why, genUemen, we 
greatly exceed them in numbers. The non-slaveholding 
States are by far the more populous ; they are increasing 
daily in numbers and in population, and we may soon 
overwhelm the Southern vote. If we continue to fill the 
halls of legislation with abolitionists, and permit to occupy 
the executive chair men who declare themselves to be en- 
listed in a crusade against Slavery, and against the pro- 
visions of the Constitution which secure tiiat species of 
property, what can we reasonably expect f^om the people 
of the South but that they will pronounce the Constitution, 
with all its glorious associations, with all its sacred memo- 
ries-^hb Union, with its manifold present and promised 
blessings — ^an unendurable evil, threatening to crush and 
to destroy their most vital interests — to make their coun- 
try a wilderness. Why should we expect them to submit 
to such a line of conduct on our part, and recognize us as 
brethren, or unite with us in perpetuating the Union ? 

For my part I do not see anything unjust or unreason- 
able in tiie declaration often made by Southern members 
on this subject. Thev tell us : ** If you will thus assail 
US with incendiary pamphlets, if you will thus create a 
Bpirit in your country which leads to violence and blood- 
shed among us, if you will assail the institution upon 
whi6h the prosperity of our country depends, and will ele- 
vate to office over us men who are pledged to aid in such 
transactions, and to oppress us by hostile lec^Iation, we 
cannot — much as we revere the Constitution, greatly as 
we estimate the blessings which would flow from its 
faithful enforcement— we cannot longer depend on your 
compliance with its injunctions, or adhere to the Union." 
For my part, gentlemen, if the NorUi continues to con- 
duct itself in the selection of representatives to the 
Congress of the United States as, from, perliaps a certain 
degree of negligence and inattention, it has heretofore 
conducted itself, the South is not to be censured if it 
withdraws from the Union. (Hisses and applause. A 
voice—" that's so." Three cheers for the Fugitive Slave 
Law.) We are not, gentlemen, to hold a meeting to say 
that " We love this Union ; we delight in it ; we are 
proud of it ; it blesses us, and we enjoy it; but we shall 
fill all its offices with men of our own choosing, and, our 
brethren of the South, you shall enjoy its glorious past ; 
you shall enjoy its mighty recollections ; but It shall 
trample your Institutions la the dost." We have no 
right to say it. We have no right to exact so much ; 
and an opposite and entirely different course, fellow- 
dtisens, must be ours — must be the course of the great 
North, If we would preserve this Union. (Applause, 
and cries of " Good.") 

And, gentlemen, what is this glorious Union ? What 
must we sacrifice if we exasperate our bwihren of the 
Soutit, and compel them, by injustice and breae. >f 



compact, to separate from us and to dissolve it ? Why 
gentlemen, the greatness and glory of the American name 
will then be a thing of yesterday. The glorious Revo- 
lution of the thirteen States will be a Revolution not 
achieved by us, but by a nation that has ceased to exist. 
The name of Washington will be, to us at least at the 
North (cheers), but as the name of Julius Csosar, or of 
some other great hero who has lived in times gone by, 
whose nation has perished and exists no more. Tne 
Declaration of Independence, what will that be ? Why, 
the declaration of a State that no longer has place 
among the nations. All these bri|^t and glorious reiKtl- 
lections of the past must cease to be our property, and 
become mere memorials of a by-gone race and people. 
A line must divide the North flrom the South. What will 
be the consequences ? Will this mighty city — growing 
as it now is, with wealth pouring Into it from every por- 
tion of this mighty empire — will it continue to flourish as 
it has done ? (Cries of '* No, no I") Will your maruie 
palaces that line Broadway, and raise their proud tops 
toward the sky, cpntinue to increase, until, as is now 
promised under the Union, it shall present the most 
glorious picture of wealth, prosperity, and happiness, 
that the world has ever seen ? (Applause. ) No ! gen- 
tlemen, no ! such things cannot be. I do not say that 
we wiU starve, that we will' perish, as a people, if we 
separate flrom the South. I admit, that if the line be 
drawn between us, they will have their measure of pros- 
perity, and we will have ours ; but meagre, small in the 
extreme, compared with what Is existing and promised 
under our Union, will be the prosperity, of each. 

Truly has it been said here to-ni^t, that we were 
made for each other; separate us, and although you 
may not destroy us, you reduce each to so low a scale 
that well might humanity deplore the evil courses that 
brought about the result. True, gentlemen, we would 
have left, to boast of, our share of the glories of the Revo- 
lution. The Northern States sent forth to the conflict 
their bands of heroes, and shed their blood as freely as 
those of the South. But the dividing line would take 
away from us the grave of Washington. It is in his own 
beloved Virginia. (Applause and cheers.; It is in the 
State and near the spot where this treason that has been 
growing up in the North, so lately culminated in violence 
and bloodshed. We would lose the grave — we would 
lose all connection with the name of Washington. But 
our philanthropic and pious friends who fain would 
lead us to this result, would, of course, comfort us with 
the consoling reflection that we had the glorious memory 
of John Brown in its place. (Great laughter and cheers.) 
Are you, gentlemen, prepared to make the exchange ? 
(Cries of '' No, no.") Shall the tomb of Washington, 
that rises upon the bank of the Potomac, receivhig its 
tribute from every nation of the earth— shall that become 
the property of a foreign State— a State hostile to us in 
its feelings, and we to It in ours ? Shall we erect a monu- 
ment among the arid hills at North Elba, and deem the 
privilege of making pilgrimages thither a recompense 
for the loss of every glorious recollection of the past, 
and for our severance from the name of Washington ? 
He who is recognized as the Father of his Country ? 
(Cries of "No, no," and cheers.) No, gentlemen, we 
are not prepared, I trust, for this sad exchange, this 
fatal severance. We are not prepared, I trust, either to 
part with our glorious past or to give up the advantages 
of our present happy condition. We are not prepared 
to relinquish our affection for the South, nor to involve 
our section in the losses, the deprivation of blessings 
and advantages necessarily resulting to each from dls 
union. Gentlemen, we never would have attained the 
wealth and prosperity as a nation which is now ours, 
but for our connection with these very much reviled ana 
injured slaveholders of the Southern States. And, gen- 
tlemen, if dissolution is to take place, we must part with 
the trade of the South, and thereby surrender our parti- 
cipation in the wealth of the South. Nay, more — we are 
told from good authority that we must not only part 
with the slaveholdlng States, but that our younger sister 
with the golden crown— rich, teeming California, she 
who added the flnal requisite to our greatness as a 
nation— will not come with us. She will remain with 
the South. 

(jkntleuien, if we allow this course of injustice toward 
the South to uoutinue, these are to be the consequences- 
evil to us, evil also to them. Much of all that we are 
most proud of; much of all that contributes to our pros- 
perity and greatuetts a« a natiou, must pass away from 
us. 

The question is — should we permit It to be continued, 
and submit to hU these evils? !« there any reasou to 
justify such a course ? Tiiert is a reason preached to us 
lor permitting it. We are told that Slavery is unjust ; we 
are told that it is a matter of conscience to put it down ; 
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and that whuteTsr treaties or compaota, or laws, or con- 
stitntions, have been made to sanction and uphold it^ it 
is still unholy, and that we are bound to trample upon 
treaties, compacts, laws, and constitutions, and to stand 
07 what these men arrogantly tell us is the law of (ilod 
and a fundamental principle of natural justice. Indeed, 

{gentlemen, these two things are not distinguishable. The 
aw of God and natural Justice, as between man and man, 
are one and the same. The wisest philosopher of ancient 
times — heathen philosophers — said, The rule of conduct 
between man and man is, to lire honestly, to ii^ure no 
man, and to render to every man his due. In words far 
more direct and emphatiCi in words of the most perfect 
comprehensiveness, the Saviour of the world gave us the 
same rule in one short sentence — ** Love thy neighbor as 
thyself.** (Applause.) Now, speaking between us, people 
of the North and our brethren of the Soutli, I ask you to 
act upon this maxim — the maxim of the heathen — the 
command of the living God : ** Render to every man his 
due," '*Love ttiy neighbor as thyself." (Api^ause.) Thus 
we should act and feel toward the, South. Upon that 
maxim which came from Him of Nasareth we should act 
towar(f tbe South, but without putting upon it any new* 
faugled, modern Interpretation. We should neither say 
nor think that any Gospel minister of this day is wiser than 
God himself— than Ua who gave us the Gosptrl. These 
maxims should govern between us and our brethren of the 
South. But, gentlemen, the question is this: Do these 
maxims Justify the assertion' of those who seek to invade 
the rights of the South, by proclaiming negro Slavery 
unjust ? That is the point to which this great ai^ument, 
involving the fate of our Union, must now come. Is 
negro Slavery uojust ? If it be unjust, it violates the 
first rule of human conduct, ** Render to every man his 
due." If it be nojust, it violates the law of God, which 
says, ** Love thy neighbor as thyself." for that law requires 
that we should perpetrate no ipjustice. Gentlemen, if it 
could be maintaineid that negro Slavery is unjust, is thus 
in conflict with the law of nature and the law of God, 
perhaps I might be prepared — perhaps we all ought to be 
prepared to go with that distinguished man to whom 
allusion Is frequently made, and say, there is a ** higher 
law " which compels us to trample beneath our feet, as a 
wicked and unholy compact, the Oonstitution established 
by our fathers, with ail the blessings it secures to their 
children. But i insist— and that is we argument which we 
must meet, and on which we must come to a conclusion 
that shall govern our action in the future selection of re- 
presentatives in the Congress of the United States—/ 
iiutini that neffro Slavery is not unjuH, (Loug con- 
tinued applause.) It is not ut^tut; it isjust^ toiae, and 
bsnejloent, (Hisses, followed by applause, and cries of 
** Put him out.") Let him stay, gentlemen. 

Phkbidbht.— Let him stay there. Order. 

Mb. O'Oonor. — Serpents may hiss, but good men will 
hear. (Cries again of ^* Put him out;" calls to order; 
confusion for a time.) 

Thb Presioknt.- If anybody hisses here, remember that 
every one has his own peculiar way of expressing him- 
self, and as some birds only understand hissing, they 
must hiss. (Applause.) 

Ma. O'Oonor.— Gentleman, there is an animal upon 
this earth that has no faculty of making its sentiments 
known in any other way than by a hiss. I am for equal 
rights. (Three cheers were here given for Mr. O'Conor, 
three for Gov. Wise, and three groans for John Brown.) 
I beg of you, gentlemen, all of you who are of my mind at 
least, to preserve silence, and leave the hissing animal In 
the full enjoyment of his natural privileges. (Cries of 
"• Good, good," laughter and applause.) The first of our 
race that oiTended was taught to do so by that hissing 
animal. (Laughter and applause.) The first human 
society that was ever broken up through sin and discord, 
had its happy union dissolved by the entrance of that 
animal. (Applause.) Therefore I say it is his privilege to 
hiss. Let him hiss on. (Cries of " Good, good," laughter 
and applause^) Gentlemen, I will not detain you much 
longer. (Cries of '^Go on, go on.") I maintain that 
negro Slavery is not unjust— ^a voice — ^'No, sir," ap- 
plause,) that it is benign in its influence upon the white 
man and upon the black. (Voices — '* That's so, that's 
so." applause.) I maintain that it is ordained by na> 
ture ; tliat it is a necessity of both races ; that, in cli- 
mates where the black race can live and prosper, nature 
herself eojoins correlative duties on the black man and 
on the white^ which cannot be performed except by the 
preservation, and, if the hissing gentleman please, the 
perpetuation of negro Slavery. 

I am forUfled in this opinion by the highest tribunal in 
our country, that venerable exponent of our institutions, 
and of the principles of justice— the Supreme Court of the 
United States. That court has held, on this subject, what 
wise men will ever pronounce to be sound and just doc- 



trine. There are some principles well known, well under- 
stood, universally recognised and universally acknow- 
ledged among men, that are not to be found written in con- 
stitutions or m laws. The people of the United States, at 
the formation of oar Government, were, as they still are, In 
some sense, peculiarly and radically distinguishable ft^om 
other nations. We were white men, of — ^what is commonly 
called, by way of distinction— the Caucasian race. We 
were a monogamous people ; that is to say, we were not 
Mohammedans, or followers of Joe Smith — with half a do- 
sen wives apiece. (Laui^ter.) It was a fundamental 
principle of our civilbtation that no State could exist or be 
tolerated in this Union, which should not, in that respect, 
resemble all the other States of the Union. Some other 
distinctive features might be stated which serve to mark 
us as a people distinct flrom others, and incapable of asso- 
ciating on terms of perfect political equaUty, or social 
equality, as friends and fellow-citizens, with some kinds of 
people that are to be found upon the face of the earth. 
As a white nation, we made our Constitution and our laws, 
vesting all political rights in that race. They, and they 
alone, eonstituted, in every poliUcal sense, the American 
people. (Applause.) As to the negro, why, we allowed 
him to live under the shadow and protection of , our laws. 
We gave him, as we were bound to give him. protection 
against wrong and outrage ; but we denied to him political 
rights, or the power to govern. We left him, for so long a 
period as the community in which he dwelt should so order, 
in the conditton of a bondsman. (Applause.) Now, gen- 
tlemen, to that condition the negro £b assigned by nature. 
(Cries of " Bravo," and " That's so," and applause.) Ex- 
perience shows that tUs race cannot prosper^-that they 
become extinct in any cold, or in any very temperate clime ; 
but in the warm, the extremely warm regions, his race can 
be perpetuated, and with proper guardianship, may pros- 
per. He has ample strength, and Is competent to labor, 
but nature denies to him either the intellect to govern or 
the willingness to work. (Applause.) Both were denied 
him. That same power which deprived him of the will to 
labor, gave him, in our country, as a recompense, a master 
to coerce that duty, and convert him into a usefid and val- 
uable servant. (Applause.) I maintain that it is not in- 
justice to leave the negro in the condition in which nature 
placed him, and for which alone he is adapted. Fitted 
only for a state of pupilage, our slave system gives him a 
master to govern him and to supply his deficiencies : in 
this there Is no injustice. Neither is it utmost in the master 
to compel him to labor, and thereby afford to that master 
a just compensation in return for the care and talent em- 
ployed in governing him. In thb way alone is the negro 
enabled to render himself useful to himself and to the so 
ciety in which he is placed. 

These are the principles, gentlemen, which the extreme 
measures of abolitioniBm compel us to enforce. This is 
the ground that we must take, or abandon our cherished 
Unbn. We must no longer favor political leaders who talk 
about negro Slavery being an evil ; nor must we advance 
the indefensible doctrine that negro Slatcery bat 
which, although penilcious, is to be tolerat^ inerely bj 
cause we have made a bargain to tolerate it. * 
turn away firom the teachmgs of fanaticism. 

look at negro slavery as it is, remembering that . 

of inspirauon, as foimd in the sacred volume, no 
condemns the bondage of those who are fit only for 
age. Yielding to the clear decree of nature, aiid the 
tates of soimd philosophy, we must pronounce thi^ insti- 
tution just, benign, lawful afid proper. The Constftutton 
established by the fathers of our Republic, which recog- 
nised it, must be maintained. And that both may stand 
together, we must maintain that neither the Institution 
itself, nor the Constitution which upholds it, is wicked or 
imjust; but that each Is sound and wise, and entitled to 
our fullest support. 

We must visit with our execration any man elaindng onr 
suffrages, who objects to enforcing, with entire good ndth, 
the provisions of the Constitution m favor of negro Slavery, 
or who seeks, by any indirection, to withhold its protection 
from the South, or to get away firom its obligauons upon 
the North. Let us henceforth support no man for public 
office whose speech or action tends to induce assaults upon 
the territory of our Southern neighbors, or to generate in- 
surrection within their borders. (Loud applause.) These 
are the principles upon which we must act. This is what 
we must say to our brethren of the South. If we have sent 
men into Congress who are false to these views, and are 
seeking to violate the compact which binds us together, we 
must ask to be forgiven until we have another ehance to man- 
ifest our will at the ballot-boxes. We must tell them that 
these men shall be consigned to privacy (applause^ and 
that true men; men faithful to the Constitution, men 
loving all portions of the country alike, shall be elected 
in their stead And, gentlemen, we must do more than 
promise this— -we must perform It. (Loud apptausts ful- 
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lowed by three cheers for Mr. 0*OoDor, and » tiger.) But 
a word more, gentlemen, and I hare done. ^Gries of** €K> 
on.") I have no doubt at aU that what I have said to 
jou this evening will be greatly misrepresented. It is 
very certain that I have not had time enough properly to 
enlarge upon and fully to explain the interesting topics on 
which I have ventured to express myself thos boldly and 
distinctly, taking upon myself the consequences, be they 
what they may. (Applause.) But I will say a few words 
by way or explanation. I have maintained the Justice of 
Slavery ; I have maintained it, because I hold that the 
negro is decreed by nature to a state of pupilage under the 
dominion of the wiser white man, in every dime where 
God and nature meant the negro should live at aU. 
(Applause.) I say a state of pupilage; and, that I may 
be rightly understood, I say that it is the duty of the 
white man to treat him kindly ; that is the interest of the 
white man to treat him kindly. (Applause.) And farther. 
It is my belief that if the white man. In the States where 
Slavery exists, is not interfered with by the fanatics who 
are now creating these disturbances, whatever laws, 
whatever Improvements, whatever variations in the eon> 
duct of society are necessary for the purpose ef enforcing 
in every instance the dictates of interest and humanity, 
as between the white man and the black, will be faitli- 
flilly and fairly carried out in the progress of that im- 
provement in iu. these things in which we are engaged. 
It is not pretended that the master has a right to slay his 
dave ; it is cot pretended that he has a right to be guilty 
of harshness aud inhumanity to his slave. The laws of 
all the Southern States forbid that; we have not the right 
here at the North to be guilty of cruelty toward a horse. 
It is an indictable offence to commit such cruelty. The 
same laws exist in tlie South, and if there is any failure 
in enforcing them to the fullest extent, it is due to this 
external force, which is pressing upon the Southern 
States, and compels them to abstain perhaps from many 
acts beneficent toward the negro which otherwise would 
be performed. ^Applause.) In truth, in fact, in deed, 
the white man in the slavehoiding States has no more 
authority by law of the land over his slave than our laws 
allow to a father over his minor children. He can no 
more violate humanity with respect to them, than a father 
in any of the free States of this Union can exercise acts 
violative of humanity toward his own son under the age 
of twenty-one. Bo far as the law is concerned, you own 
your buys, and have a right to their services until they 
are twenty-one. You can make them work for you ; you 
have the right to hire out their services and take tlieir 
e'lrniugs ; you have the ri^ht to chastise them with judg- 
ment Hud reason if they violate your commands ; and 
they are entirely without political rights. Not one of 
them at the age of twenty years and eleven months even, 
can go to the polls and and give a vote. Therefore, gen- 
tlemen, before the law, there is but one uifference between 
the free white man of twenty years of age in the Northern 



States, and the n^^ Veadman In the Southern States* 
The white man is to be emancipated at twenty- one' 
beeause his €h>d-given Intellect entitles him to emancipa- 
tion and fits him for the duties to devolve upon him. 
The negro, to be sore. Is a bondmaa for life. Be may be 
sold from one master to another, but where is the ill In 
that ?— H>ne may be as good as another. If there be laws 
with respect to the mode of sale, «rtiich by separating man 
and wife do occasionally lead to that which shocks 
humanity, and may be said to violate all propriety and 
all conacieDoe— if such things are done, let the South 
alone and they wUl correct the evil. Let our brethren of 
the South take care of their own domestic institutions 
and they will do it. (Applause.) They will so govern 
themselves as to suppress acts of this description, if they 
are oooaaloBally committed, as perhaps they are, and we 
must all admit that they are contrary to Jast conceptions 
of right and humanity. I have never yet heard of a 
nation conquered fk'om evil practices, brought to the 
light of clviliiation, brought to the light of religion or tlto 
knowledge of the Oospel by tlie bayonet, by the penal 
laws, or by external persecutions of any kind. It is not 
by declamation and outcry against a people f^om those 
abroad and outside of thehr Uqritory that you can improve 
their manners or their morals in any respect. No ; if, 
standing outside of their territory, you attack the errors 
of a people, you make them cling to their faults. From 
a sentiment somewhat excusable— somewhat akin to self- 
respect and patriotism— they will resist their nation^s 
enemy. Let our brethren of the South alone, gentlemen, 
and if there be any errors of this kind, they will correct 
them. 

There is but one way in which you can thus leave them 
to tlie guidance of their own judgment^-by which you can 
retain them in this Union as our brethren, and perpetuate 
this glorious Union ; and that is, by resolving — without 
reference to the political party or faction to which any 
one of you may belong, without reference to Uie name, 
political or ottierwise, which you may please to l>ear— 
resolving that the man, be he who he may, who advocates 
the doctrine that negro Slavery is unjust, and ought to 
be assailed or legislated against, or wlto agitates the sub- 
ject of extinguishing negro Slavery In any of lis forms as 
a political hobby, that that man shall be denied your suf- 
frages, and not only denied your suffrages, but that yoo 
will select from the ranks of the opposite party, or your 
own, if necessary, the man y(»n like least, who entertains 
opposite sentiments, but through wiiose instrumentality 
you may be enabled to defeat his election, and to secure 
iu the councils of tlie nation men who are true to the 
Constitution, who are lovers of the Union — men who can- 
not be induced by cunsiderations of imaginary benevo- 
lence for a people who really do not desire their aid, to 
sacrifice or to Jeopard in any degree the blessings we 
ei^oy under this Union. May it be perpetuaL 
(Great and continued cheering.) 
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LETTER FROM CHARLES O'OOKOR TO A COMMITTEE OF MERCHANTS. 



New Yobk, Dee. 20, 18S0. 

Ghab. 0*Cohob, Esq. : The undersigned, being desirous of 
eiroulatlng aa widely as possible, both at the North and at the 
South, the proceedings of the Union Meeting held at the 
Academy of Music last evening, intend publishing in pamphlet 
form, for distribution, a correct copy of the same. 

Will you be so kind as to Inform us iHiether this step meets 
your approval ; and If so, furnish us with a corrected report 
of your speech delivered by yon on that oocaaien. Yours 
respectfully, 

LEITCH, BURNET A CO., 
UBO. W. ft JEHIAL READ, 
BKUFF, BROTHER ft SEAVEB, 
C. B. HATCH ft CO., 
DAVIS, NOBLE A CO., 

(Formerly FiTRiiAjr, Davis ft Co.,) 
WESSON ft COX, 

CRONIN. HURXTHAL ft SEARS, 
ATWATER, MULFORD CO. 

GntTLEiaai : The measture you propcae meete my entire 
approval. 

I have long thought that onr disputes concerning negro 
Slavery would soon terminate, if the public mind could be 



drawn to the true issue, and steadily fixed upon h. To 
effect this object was the sole aim of my address. 

Though its ministers can never permit the law of the 
land to be questioned by private judgment, there is, never- 
theless, such a thing as natural jusdce. Natural justice 
has the Divine sanction ; and it is impossible that any hu- 
man law which conflicts with it should long endure. 

Where mental enlightenment abounds, where moraUty 
is professed by all, where the mind is free, speech is free, 
and the press is tree, is it possible, in the nature or 
things, that a law which is admitted to conflict with natu- 
ral Justice, and with God*s own mandate, should long en- 

dare? 

You all wQl admit that, within certain limits, at least, 
onr ConstHulion does contain positive guaranties for the 
preserva^oa of negro Slavery in the old States through all 
time, unless the local legislatures shaU think fit to abolish 
it. And, consequently, if negro Slavery, however hu- 
manely adndnistered or judiciously regulated, be an insti- 
tuUon whiefa conflicts with nntm-al justice and with God's 
law, surely the most veUenuiut and extreme admirers ol 
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John Brown's fentimenU are right; and thet* denun- 
dations against the Constitution, and against the most 
hallowed names connected with it, are perfectly Justifia- 
ble. 

The firiends of truUb— the patriotic Americans who would 
sustain their country's honor against foreign rivalry, and 
defend theii'country's interests against all assailants, err 
greatJty when they contend with these men on any point 
but one. Their ^neral principles cannot be refuted; 
their logic is Irresistible ; the error, if any there be, is in 
thehr premises. They assert that negro Slavery is ui^ust. 
This, and this alone, of all they say, is capable of being 
fairly argued against. 

If this proposition cannot be refuted, our Union cannot 
endure, and it ought not to endure. 

Our negro bondman can neither be exterminated nor 
transported to Africa. The^ are too numerous for either 
process, and either, if practicable, would involve a viola- 
tion of humanity. If they were emancipated, they would 
relapse into barbarism, or a set of negro States would 
arise in our midst, possessing political equality, and enti- 
tled to social equality. The division of parties would soon 
tbake the negro members a powerful body in Congress — 
would place some of them in high political stations, and 
occasionally let one into the exeoutlve chair. 



It Is in vain to say that this could be endured ; It is sim 
ply Impossible. 

What, then, remains to be discussed ? 

The negro race is upon us. With a Constitution which 
held them In bondage, our federal Union might be pre- 
served ; but if so holding them in bondage be a thing for- 
bidden by Qod and Nature, we cannot lawfully so hold 
them, and the Union must perish. 

This is the inevitable result of that conflict which has 
now reached its cUmax. 

Among us at the north, the sole question for reflection, 
study, and friendly interchange of thought should be — Is 
negro Slavery unjust? The rational and dispassionate 
inquirer will find no difficulty in arriving at my conclu- 
sion. It is fit and proper ; it is, in its own nature, as an 
institution, beneficial to both races ; and the effect of tills 
assertion is not diminished by our admitting that many 
faults are practised under it. Is not such the fact In re- 
spect to all human laws and institutions ? 

I am, gentlemen, with great respect, yours truly, 

Charles O'Ounor. 

To Messrs. Leitch, Burnet ft Co. ; Geo. W. & Jehlal Read; BruflT, 
Brother k Seaver ; C. B. Hatch <k Co. ; Daris, Noble & Va>. : 
Wesson 4c Cox ; Cronin, Hurxthal & Sears ; At waier, M ulfo*-d 
ft Co. 



HERSCHEL V. JOHNSON 

ON SLAVERY IK THE TERRITORIES, 



On the 1th. of July, 1848, while the bill to 
establish the Territorial Government of Oregon 
was under consideration in the United States 
Senate, the Hon. Herschel Y.' Johnson, then a 
member of the Senate, from Georgia, and now 
a candidate for Vice-President on the ticket 
with Mr. Douglas, made a lengthy speech from 
which we extract the following : 

It remains now to consider the question involved in 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Davis). That question is, whether it is the 
duty of Congress to guarantee to the slaveholder, who 
shall remove with his salves into the territory of the 
United States, the undisputed eAJoyment of his property 
in them, so long as It continues to be a Territory. Or, 
in other words, whether the inhabitants of a Territory, 
during their Territorial condition, have the right to pro- 
hibit Slavery therein. 

For the purpose of this question, it matters not where 
the power of legislating for the Territory resides — 
whether exclusively in Congress, or Jointly in Congress 
and the inhabitants, or exclusively in the inhabitants of 
the Territory; the power is precisely the same — no 
greater in the hands of one than the other. In no event, 
can the slaveholder of the South be excluded Arom 
settling in such Territory with his property of every 
description. If the right of exclusive legislation for the 
Territories belongs to Congress, then I have shown that 
they have no Constitutional power, either expressed or 
implied, to prohibit Slavery therein. But suppose that 
Congress have the right to establish a Territorial Gov- 
ernment only, and that then, all Airther governmental 
control ceases ; can the Territorial Legislature pa89 an 
act prohibiting Slavery? Surely not. For the mo* 
ment you admit the right to organize a Territorial Gov- 
ernment to exist in Congress, you admit, necessarily 
he subordination of the people of the Territory — ^their 
lependence on this Government for an organic law to 
give them political existence. Hence all their legisla- 
tion must be In conformity with the organic law ; they 
can pass no act in violation of it — none but such as per- 
mits. Since, therefore, Congress has no power, as I 
have shown, to prohibit Slavery, they cannot delegate 
such a power to the inhabitants of the Territory ; they 
cannot authorize the Territorial Legislature to do that 
which they have no power to do. The stream cannot 
rise higher than its -source. This is as true In govern- 
ments as in physics. 

It Is idle, however, to discuss this question in this form. 
For if Congress possess the power to organize temporary 
governments, it must then possess the power to legislate 
for the Territories. If they may perform the greater, they 
may the less ; the mi^or includes the minor proposition. 



Hence Congress has. In all cases since the foundation of 
our government, reserved a veto upon the legislation of 
the territorial governments ; it U absolutely necessary ^ 
In order to restrain them iirom violations of the Constitu- 
tion and infringements of the rights of the States, as joint 
owners of the public lands. If, therefore, the act of the 
Territorial Government, prohibiting Slavery, should be sent 
up to Congress for approval, they would be bound to with- 
hold it, upon the ground of its being an act which Congress 
themselves could not pass. 

But suppose the right of legblatlon for the Territory be 
in Its inhabitants, can they prohibit Slavery ? Surely not ; 
and for reasons similar to those which show that Congress 
cannot. 

The Territories are not independent of, but subordinate 
to, the United States ; and therefore their legislation must 
be subordinate. Let us look at some of the limitations 
which this condition imposes. Under the Constitution, 
"No title of nobility shall be granted by the United 
States ;" " Congress shall make no law respecting the es- 
tablishment of rell^on, or pertaining to the f^ee exercise 
thereof; no religious test shall be required as a qualifica- 
tion to any office or public trust under the United States," 
etc. It is true, these restrictions do not apply in terms 
to the Territories ; but will it be contended for a moment 
that they would have the right by leg^lation to lay these 
impositions upon oltbens of the States who emigrate 
thither for settlement ? . • • 

Sovereignty follows the ownership of the domain, and 
therefore the sovereignty over the Territories is in the 
States in their confederated capacity ; hence the reason 
that the liegislation of Congress, as the agent of the States 
respecting the Territories, must be limited by the object 
of the trust, the situation and nature of the property to 
be administered, and the respective rights of the proper 
owners. Now, if the sovereignty over the Territories is 
in the States, and the right of legislation not in Congress, 
but in the inhabitants of the Territories, it Is evident that 
they can have no higher right of legislation than Congress 
could have ; they must be bound by limitations just men- 
tioned ; and if the prohibition of Slavery in the Territories 
by Congress be inconsistent with these limitations, its pro* 
hlbition by the territorial leg^lature would be so Ukewise. 

If possessing the right of legblatlon. the inhabitants of 
the Territories are bound by the limitations to which I 
have alluded, it may be asked, who holds the check upon 
their action ? I reply, that It is indispensable for Con- 
gress to exerdse the veto upon their legislation. Who 
else shall prevent their pas^g laws in violation of the 
equal rights of the States in the Territory, which is the 
common property of all ? Without the retention of a veto 
upon the legislation of the Territorial Governments, it 
would make the inhabitants of the Territory independent 
of Congress ; aye, it would establish the proposition, that 
the moment you conquer a people they rise superior tn 
the government that conquers. New-Mexico and CaHfor- 
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nla are oura by tieaty : but for all the purposes of this ar- 
gument, we have acquired them by conquest. To assert, 
therefore, that they have the right to legislate over all 
subjects — to prohibit Slavery, despite the consent of the 
United States — is to say thai, by our conquest of them, 
they become invested with rights superior to those of Con- 
gress. The institution of Slavery is guara/nieed by the 
Constitution of the United States, and it has Ihs acune 
protection thrown around it which guards our dtixens 
against the granting of titles of nobility or the establish- 
ment of religion ; therefore Conor ee9 would be oa mt^cA 
howid to veto an act of Territorial legislation prohibiting 
It, as an act violating these rights of every dtken of the 
Republic ... 

Mr. Mangum. — ^This is a tree Territory (New-Mexico) I 
am now speaking about. Suppose a North Carolinian emi- 
grates to New-Mexico with hu slaves ? they must either be 
recognized as property, or not ; who has the right to deter* 
mine that question? 

Mr. Johnson. — ^I think that qiiestion has already been 
decided by the late treaty (with Mexico). . . Now, is not 
Slavery in the United States a political as well as a muni- 
cipal institution ? It is municipal, in that its entire control 
and c6ntinuance belong to ttte State in which it exists ; and 
it is political, because it is recognised by the organic law 
of the Confederacy, and cannot be changed or altered by 
Congress, without an amendment to the Constitution ; and 
because it is a fundamental law, that three-fifths of the 
.slaves are represented in the National Legislature. Being 
political, upon the execution of the Treaty of Cession with 
Mexico, it extended eo ifUfianti^ over the Territories of 
New-Mexico and California. Then, I say, if a fellow-dti- 
sen of the Senator fh)m North CaroUna (Mr. Mangum) 
were to remove with his slaves into New-Mexico, his right 
to their use and service is guaranteed by the Constitution 
of the United States, and no power on earth can deprive 
him of them, . . Itisa misapplication of terms to speak 
of prohibiting Kavery in the (emtory of the United States. 
It already exists in contemplation of law, and the legisla- 
tion proposed (prohibition) amounts to abolition. . . . 

But suppose, Mr. Preiddent, you have the right to pro- 
hibit Slavery in the Territories of the United States, what 
high political co'hsideration requires yon to exercise it? 
All must see, that it cannot be effected without producing 
a popular tonmUeion iohich toUl probably dietoUoe 
Uiit union, . 

"capital should own labor." 

• 

Mr. Herschel Y. Johnson made a speech at a 
Democratic meeting in Philadelphia on the 17th 
ot Septenibe'r, 1856, in which the newspapei^ 
report him as having said, among other things : 

t 

V " We believe that capital should own labor ; Is there 
any doulft that there must be a laboxing class every- 
where ? In all countries and under every form of social 
organisation there must be a laboring cl ass a dtts of 
men who get their living by the sweat of their brow ; and 
then there must be another class that controls and di- 
rects the capital of the country.** 

MB. Johnson's tibws on popular sotereiontt. 

After the adjournment of the Democratic 
National Convention from Charleston to Balti- 
more a Democratic State Convention met at 
Milledgeville, 6a., on the 4th of June, to take 
action in Yegard to the secession of most of the 
Georgia delegates at Charleston. It seems that 
a Business Committee of 24 was appointed, of 
which Herschel Y. Johnson was one. This 
Committee disagreed as to the propriety of ap- 
pointing new delegates to Baltimore, the friends 
of the Seceders opposing and a few who pre- 
ferred to see Douglas elected to a dissolution 
of the party, favoring that step ; and the conse- 
quence waS| that two reports were presented — 



a mfljority one by twenty members of the 
Committee, and a minority one by four mem- 
bers, which latter division included Herschel 
V. Johnson who, as chairman, introduced the 
minority report. 

The two reports were discussed by various 
persons, Mr. Johnson defending his, and Howell 
Cobb, Secretary of the .Treasury, acting as pacifi- 
cator. The latter gentleman stated that there 
was *' no difference in the principles enunciated 
in both the majority and minority reports. 
There ' were only two minor differences ; one 
was, xhix the majority report indorsed the 
secession from the Charleston Convention — 
while the minority neither indorsed nor com- 
mended the action of the Georgia delegates 
there." ^ 

The result was, that the majority i^eport wA 
adopted by a vote of 299 to 41, when the 
minority, under the lead of Mr. Johnson, se- 
ceded, organized another Convention and ap- 
pointed a full delegation to Baltimore, one- 
half of whom were admitted to seats by the 
Convention, together with one-half of the other 
delegation. 

The following is the report presented to the 
regular Convention by Mr. Johnson : 

XINORITT REPORT. 

Retohed^ That we reaffirm the Cincinnati Platform* 
witlrthe following additional propositions: 

1st. That the cltisens of the United States have an equal 
right to settle with their property ofa/rvyklnd^in the 
organized Territories of the United States, and that under 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
ttie case of Dred Scott, which we recognize as the correct 
exposition of the Constitution in this particular, Uaioe 
property, atanda upon Vie aame footing aa all other 
deacriptiona of property ^ and that neither the General 
Oovemment^ nob ant Tebbitobial OovxRNiimiT, can 
destroy or impair the right to alave property in the 
common Territories, any more than the right to any other 
deacription of property; that property of all kinds, 
slaves as well as ai^ other species of property, in the 
Territories, stand upon the same equal and broad Consti- 
tutional bsusis, and subject to like principles of recognUion 
and protection in the IxavsLxtiYz^ judicial and M^ctf- 
U/te aepartmenta of the Government. 

2d. That we will support any man who may be nomi- 
nated by the Baltimore Convention, for the Presidency, 
who hoUia the prineiplea set forth in the foregoing pro> 
position, and who will give them hia indoraement^ and 
that we wUl not hold ourselves bound to support any man, 
who may be the nominee, who entertains principles if^ 
conaiatent with those set forth in the above propoelUon, 
or uho deniea thai alave property in the Territories 
does stand on an equ^fboting^ and on the aame ConstU 
tukonal baaia of other deacriptiona of property. 

In view of the fact that a large majority of the delegates 
tmm Georgia felt it to be their duty to withdraw from the 
late Democratic Convention at Charleston, thereby de- 
priving this State of her vote therein, according to the 
decision of siUd Convention. 

BeaoUoed. That this Convention will appoint twenty 
delegates — four from the State at large, and two from 
each Congressional District— to represent the Democratic 
party of Georgia, in the adjourned Convention at Balti- 
more, on the J 6th inst., and that said delegates be and 
they are hereby instructed to preaent the foregoing pro* 
poaiUcna^ and aak their adoption by the NaUowA 
jDemoeratie OrmvenUon, Ubbschel V. Johnson, 

ThOS. p. SAFrOLD, 

H. K. McOat, 

A. COLVABD. 
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In 1866, as uow, many of the leading States- 
men and editors of the Democratic party in the 
Southern States uttered predictions of Disunion, 
made arguments for Disunion and yerr solemn 
threats of Disunion in case they should be 
beaten in the Presidential Election. Mr. Slidell, 
Senator A*om Louisiana, and the particular 
friend and champion of Mr. Buchanan, declared 
m 1856 that '' if Fremont should be elected, 
, Yiie Union would be dissolved.** Mr. Toombs, 
of Georgia, said ^* that in such an eyent the 
Union would be dissolved, and ought to be di»> 
solved." Mr. Butler, of 8. C, a leading mem- 
ber of the U. S. Senate and chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee in 1866, said : 

When Fremont b elected, we mittt relj npon what 
we have — a good State Government. Every Governor of 
the South should call thp Legislature of his State to- 

5 ether, and have measures of the South decided upon. 
f th&y did not, and submit to ths degradoHon, they 
would d686rff6 th6fat6 of Blaees. f»hould adviss my 
Legislature to go at the tap of the drum, 

Mr. Keitt, of S. C, made a fiery speech at 
Lynchburgh, Va., in 1856 and in view of the 
apprehended election of CoL Fremont, ex- 
claimed : 

I tell yon now, that If Fremont is elected, adherence 
to the Vhion is trea^son to liberty. (Loud cheers.) I 
tell you now, that the southern man who will submit to 
his election is a traMor aaid a coward, (Enthusiastic 
oheers.) 

This speech was indorsed as "sound doc- 
trine " by the Hon. John B. Floyd, of Va,, now 
Mr. Buchanan^s Secretary of War. 

Mr. Preston S. Brooks was complimented for 
his attempted (and nearly successful) assassi- 
Bation of Senator Sumner, by an ovation at the 
hands of his constituents at which Senators But- 
ler, S. C, and Toombs, of Georgia, assisted. 
The hero of the day, Mr. Brooks, made a speech 
on the occasion from which the following is an 
extract ; 

We have the issue upon us naw ; and how are we to 
meet it? I tell you, fellow-citizens, from tiie bottom of 
my heart, that the only mode which I think available for 
meeting it is just to tear the Oons ti iution of the United 
States, traanple it under fooi, and fonn a Southern 
Confederacy ^ery State of which will be a sia/oeholdr 
ing State. (Loud and prolonged oheers.) I believe it, 
as I stand in the face of my Malcer ; I believe It on my 
responsibility to you as your honored representative, 
that the otuy hope of the South is in the South, and 
that the only avadlaole means of making that hove 
^eUve is to out asunder the bonds that tie us to-' 
geiher. and take our separate position in the faunily 
of nations. These are my opinions. They have always 
been my opinions. / hcuoe been a disunionist from 
the time I could think. . . . 

Now, fellow-citizens, I have told you very firanlcly 
and undlsguisedly, that I believe the only hope of the 
South is in dissolving the bonds which conned us with 
the Government— in separating the Hving body from 
the dead carcass. If I was the commander of an army, 
Inever would post a sentinel who would not swear 
that Slavery is right." . , . 

I speak on my individual responsibility : Jf Fremont 
be elected President of the United States, I am for the 
people in their mxijesty rising above the Utw and 
leaders, taking the power into their own hands, going 
by concert or not by concert, and laying the strong 



arm of southern freemen upon the Treasury and ar* 
chives of the Government, (Applause. ) 

The Charleston "Mercury," the recognized 

organ of the South Carolina Democracy, in a 

recent article says : 

Upon tkepoUcy of dissolving the Union, of separaU 
ing the South from her northern enemies, and estab' 
Ushing a southern Oonfederticy, parties, pretse^, poli- 
ticians, and people, are a unit. There is not a stngle 
pttbHo man In Mr limits, not one of her present repre- 
sentatives or senators in Congress who is not pledged 
to the lips infifvor of disunion. Indeed, we well remem- 
ber that one of the most prominent leaders of the cobpe- 
ration party, when taunted with submission, rebuked the 
thought by saying, " that in opposing secession, he only 
took a step backward to stHke a blow more deadly 
against the Union.'*^ 

In the autumn of 1856, Henry A. Wise, then 
Governor of Virginia, told the people of that 
State that— 

The South could not, without degradation, submit to 
the election of a Black Republican President. To tell 
me we should submit to the election of a Black Republi- 
can, under circumstances like Uiese, is to tell me that 
Tfalginia and the fourteen Slave States are already sabja- 
giUed and degraded, [cheers ;] that the southern people 
are without spirit, and without purpose to defend the 
rights they know and dare not maintain. [Cheen ] If 
you submit to the election of Fremont, you wiU prove 
what Seward and Burlingame said to be true — that the 
South cannot l>e kicked out of the Union. 

During the Presidential campaign of 1856, the 
Washington correspondent of the ** New Orleans 
Delta,*' a journal high in the confidence of the 
Pierce administration, wrote : 

It is already arranged, In the event of Fremont's 
election, or a failure to elect by the people, to call the 
Legislatures of Virginia, South Carolina and Georgia *to 
concei-t measures to withdraw from the Union before 
Fi:emont can get possession of the Army and navy and 
the purse-etringB of government. Governor Wise is ao- 
Uveiy at work already in the matter. 2 he South eon 
rely on the President in the emergency contemplated. 
The question now is, whether ttae people of the South will 
•Qstain their leaden. 

At a Union meeting recently held at Enox* 
ville, Tenn., Judge Daily, formerly of Georgia, 
made a violent southern speech, in the course of 
which he said : 

During the Presidential contest, €k>vemor Wise had ad- 
dressed letters to tAl the eouthem governors, and that 
the one to the Chvemor of Florida had been shown 
him, in which Gov, Wise said he had an army in read' 
iness to prevent Fremont f^om taking his seat If elect- 
ed, and asicing the eodperation of those to whom he 
wrote: 

Charles J. Faulkner, formerly a Representa- 
tive ic Congress from Yirginia, Chairman of the 
Democratic Congressional Committee, in 1856, 
and now Minister to Franco, at a recent Demo«> 
cratic meeting held in Virginia, over which ho 
presided, said : 

When that noble and gallant son of Virginia, Henry A. 
Wbe, declared, as was ssdd he did in October, 1856, that 
if Fremont should be elected, hb would ssiza thk na- 
tional AB8KMAL AT harpkk's mtBT, how few would, at 
that time, have Justified so bold and decided a measure? 
It is the fortune of some great and gifted minds to see 
far in advance of their contemporaries. Should Wil- 
liam H. Seward be elected in 1860, where is the man now 
In our midst, who •oould not call for th» impeachment 
of a Governor of Virginia who would silently sufer 
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that armory to pa^ uuder the control of 9uch an Ho- 
eoutiveheadf 

The Richmond Enquirer^ long one of fhe 
leading exponents of the Southern Democracy, 
in commenting on the murderous assault on 
Senator Sumner, said : 

Sumner, and Sumner *s MeDdi,mustbe punished and A- 
lenced. Either such wretches must be hung or put in the 
penitentiary, or the South should prepare at once to quit 
the Union. 

If Fremont is elected, the Union will not last an hour 
after Mr. Herce's term expires. 

If Fremont is elected, ft will be the duty of the South 
to dissolve the Union and form a Southern Confederacy. 

Let the South present a compact and undivided front. 
Let her, if possible, detach Pennsylvania and southern 
Ohio, southern Indiana, and southern Illinois, ftrom the 
North, and make the highlands between the Ohio and the 
lakes the dividing line. Let the South treat with Califor- 
jiia ; and, if necessary, ally herself with Bussia, with Cuba, 
and Brazil. 

Senator Iverson, of Georgia, in a speech made 
to his constituents previous to the assembling of 
the second session of the 36th Congress, said : 

Skiffery mvH bs maintained— in the Untan^ i/poe- 
Hble; ovi ofU, if necessary ; peaceably ^ if^e may, 
forcibly if iDe must. . 

In a confederated government of their own, the South- 
em States would ei^oy sources of wealth, prosperity, and 
power, unsurpassed by any nation on earth. No neutra- 
lity laws would restram our adventurous sons. Our ex- 
panding policy would stretch far beyond present limits. 
Central America would Join her destiny to ours, and so 
would Cuba, now withheld from us by the voice and votes 
of Abolition enemies. 

During the late memorable contest for Speaker, 

the same Senator remarked, as follows : 

Sir, I will tell you what I would do, if I had the control 
of the southern members of this House and the ottier, when 
you elect John Sherman. If I had control of ttie public 
sentiment, the very moment you elect John Sherman, 
thus giving to the South the example of insult as well as 
iz^ury, I woi:dd walk, every one of us, out of the Halls of 
this Capitol, and consult our constituents ; and I would 
never enter again until I was bade to do so by those who 
had the right to control me. Sir, I go further than thai. 
I would counsel my constituents instantly to dissolve all 
political ties with a party and a people who thus trample 
on our rights. That is what I would do. 

In an elaborate speech delivered later in the 
session by the same Senator, he said : 

Sir, there is but one path of safety to the South ; but 
one mode of preserving her institution of domestic Slavery ; 
and that is a confederacy of States having no incongruous 
and opposing elements — a confederacy of Slave States 
alone, with homogeneous language, laws. Interests, and in- 
stitutions. Under such a confederated B^ublic, with a 
Constitution which should shut out the approach and en- 
trance of all incongruous and conflicting elements, which 
should protect the institution from change, and keep the 
whole nation ever bound to its preservation, by an un- 
changeable fundamental law, the fifteen Slave States, with 
their power of expansion, would present to the world the 
most free, prosperous, and happy nation on the face of the 
wide earth. 

Sir, with these views, and with the firm conviction which 
I have entertained for many years, and which recent events 
have only seemed to confirm, that the ** irrepressible con- 
flict " between the two sections must and wlU go on, and 
with accumulated speed, and must end, in the Union, with 
the total extinction of African Slavery in the southern 
States, that I have announced my determination to ap- 
prove and urge the southern States to dissolve the Union 
upon the election of a Black Bepublicanto the Presidency 
of the United States, by a sectional northern party, and 
upon a platform of opposition and hostility to southern 
Slavery. 

Senator Brown, of Mississippi, in a recent 
ipeech to his constituents, said : 

I want Ctibaf 1 want Tamaulipas, Potod, and one or 
two other Mexican States ; and / teani them all for the 
so/me reason— fbr the pl'inUng and spreading of SUi- 
rery. And a footing in Central America will powerfully 
aid us in acquiring those other States. Yes ; I want these 
countries for the spread of Slavery. 1 would spread 



the blesrings of Slavery, like the religUm tf our Diftine 
Master^ to the uttermost ends of the earth : and, rebel- 
lious and wicked as the Yankees have been, IwovXd even 
emtend it to Ihem 

Whether we can obtain the Territory whBe the Union 
lasts, I do not know ; I fear we cannot. But I would make 
an honest efibrt, and if we failed, I would go out of the 
Union, and try it there. I speak pldnly->I would make a 
refusal to acquire territory, because it was to be slave ter- 
ritory, a cause for disunion. Just ss I would make the refu- 
sal to admit a new State, because it was to be a Slave State, 
a cause for disnoion. ..... 

The election of Air. Seward, or any other man of hitf 
party, is not, per se. Justifiable ground for dissolving the ' 
Union. But the act of putting the Government In the 
hands of men who mean to use it for our subjugation, ought 
to be resftted, even to the disruption of every tie that 
binds us to the Union. • 

Jefferson Davis, U. S. Senator from Missis- 
sippi, in an address to the people of his State, 
July 6, 1859, said : 

For myself, I say, as I said on a former occasion, in 
the contingency of the election of a President on the^ 

elatform of Mr. Seward's Rochester speech, let the Union 
e dissolved. Let the ** great, but not the greatest of 
evils,*' come. 

Mr. Clay, of Alabama, in a recent speech in 
the Senate, contemplating the possible defeat of 
his party in the coming Presidential contest, 
said : 

I make no predictions, no promise for my State; 
but, in conclusion, will only say, that if she is faithful to 
the pledges she has made and principles she has pro- 
fessed — if she is true to her own interest and her own 
honor— if she is not recreant to all that State pride, in- 
tegrity and duty demand — she will never submit to your 
authority. I will add, that unless she and all the 
southern States of this Union, with perhaps but two, or, 
at most, three exceptions, are not faithless to the pledges 
they have given, they wiU never submU to fhe govern- 
ment of a President professing yo r political faith 
and elected by your sectihnal majority. 

When Mr. Clay had taken his seat, Mr. Gwin, 
of California, made a speech in which he de- 
clared it as *^ the inevitable result that the 
South would prepare for resistance in the event 
of the election of a Republican President.** 

On the 24th of January, I860, the Hon. 
Robert Toombs, of Georgik, made a violent 
speech in the Senate, on Mr. Douglas* Resolu- 
tion directing the Judiciary Comniittce to re- 
port a bill for the protection of each State and 
Territory against invasion from any other State 
or Territory. Mr. Toombs commenced his 
speech by the announcement that the country 
was in the midst of civil war, adding, ** I feel 
and know that a large body of these Senators 
are enemies of my country.** Mr. Toombs pro 
ceeded in an elaborate and vituperative speech 
to prove that the people of the North had vio- 
lated the Constitution, by refusing to capture 
and return fugitive slaves to their masters in 
the South. 

Sir, I have but little more to add — nothing for myself. 
I feel that I have no need to pledge my poor services t? 
this great cause — to my country. My State has spoken 
for herselt Nine years ago a convention of her people 
met and declared that her connection with this govern- 
ment depended upon the faithful executloh of this fugitive 
slave law, and her full enjoyment of equal rights in the 
common Territories. I have shown that the one contin- 
gency has already arrived ; the other waits only the suc- 
cess of the Republican party In the approaching Presiden- 
tial election. I was a member of that convention, and 
stood then and now pledged to its action. I have faith- 
fully labored to avert these calamities. I will yet^labor 
until this last contingency happens, faithfully, honestly, 
and to the best of my poor abilities. When that time 
comes, freemen of Geor^a redeem your pledge; I am 
ready to redeem mine. Your honor is Involved — ^your 
faith is plighted. I know you feel a stain as a wound ; 
your peace, your social system, your firesides are in- 
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volred. JHwer p^fnit tftia Federal Oovemmeni to 
pass into the trauor<ms hands of the Black- Republican 
party. It has already declared war agtUn^t you and your 
uutitutione. It every day commits acts of war agsdnst 
you : it has already compelled you to arm for your de- 
fense. Listen to ^ no vain babblings," to no treacherous 
Jargon about " overt acts ;" they have already been com- 
mitted. Defend yourselves; the enemy is at your door; 
wait not to meet him at the. hearthstone— meet him at the' 
door-sill, and drive him from the temple of liberty, or pull 
down its pillars and involve him in a common ruin. 

Senator Clingman, of North Carolina, in a re- 
*cent speech, says that ** there are hundreds of 
disunionists in the South now, where there was 
not one ten years ago," and that in soqie of the 
States the men who would willingly see the 
Union dissolved are in the majority. In con- 
sidering the proper cause for disunion, Mr. 
Clingman continues : 

In my judgment, the election of the Presidential can- 
didate of the Black Republican party will famish that 

VcwUSfS* • • • 

No other " overt a^t " can so Imperatively demand re- 
sistance on our part as the simple election of their candi- 
date. Their organization is one of avowed hostility, and 
they come agidnst us as enemiee. . . . 

The objections are not personal merely to tiiis Senator 
(Mr. Seward), but apply equally to any member of the 
party elected by it. It has, in fact, been suggested tiiat, 
as a matter of prudence, for the first election they should 
choose a southern free-soiler. Would the Colonies have 
submitted more willingly to Benedict Arnold than to Lord 
Comwallis? 

Mr. Curry, of Alabama, a member of the 
House of Representatives, in a recent speech, 
says: 

However distasteful It may be to my friend from New 
York (Mr. Clark), however much it may revolt the public 
sentiment or conscience of this country, I am not ashamed 
or afraid publicly to avow that the election of William H. 
Seward or Salmon P. Chase, or any such representative of 
the Republican party, upon a sectional platform, ought to 
be resisted to tiie disruption of every tie that binds this 
Confederacy together. (Applause on the Democratic 
side of the House.) 

Mr. Pugh, of the same State, made a speech 
in the House, in which he said : 

If, with the character of the Government well defined, 
and the rights and privileges of the parties to the compact 
clearly asserted by the Democratic party, the Black Re- 
publicans get possession of the Government, then ^e 
question Is fully presented, whether -the Southern States 
will remain in the Union, as subject and degraded colo- 
nies, or will they withdraw and establish a Southern Con- 
federacy of coequal homogeneous sovereigns? 

In my judgment, the latter Is the only course compati- 
ble with the honor, equality, and safety of the South ; and 
the sooner it is known and acted upon the better for all 
parties to the compact. 

The truest conservatism and wisest statesmanship de- 
mand a speedy termination of all association with such 
confederates, and the formation of another Union of 
States, homogeneous in population, institutions, interests, 
and pursuits. 

Mr. Moore, of the same State, said : 

I do not concur with the declaration made yesterday 
by the gentieman fh)m Tennessee, that the election of a 
Black Republican to the Presidency was not cause for a 
dissolution of the Union. Whenever a President is elected 
by a fanatical majority at the North, those whom I repre- 
sent, as I believe, and the gallant State which I in part 
represent, are ready, let the consequences be what they 
may, to fall back on their reserved rights, and say, " As 
to tins Union, we have no longer any lot or part In It." 

Mr. Bonham, a member of the House from 
South Carolina, said : 

As to disunion, upon the election of a Black Republi- 
can, C can speak for no one but myself and those I have 
here the honor to represent; and I say, without hesitation, 
^at, upon the election of Mr, Seward, or any other man 
who indorses and proclaims the doctrines held by him and 
his party— call him by what name you please— I am in 
fovor of an immediate dissolution of the Union. And, sir. 



I think I speak the sentiments of my own constituents and 
the State of South Carolina, when I say so. 

Mr. Crawford, of Georgia, said : 

Now, In regard to the election of a Black Republican 
President, I have this to say, and I speak the sentiment of 
every Democrat on this floor from the State of Georgia: 
we will never submit to the inauguration of a Black Re- 
publican President. (Applause Arom the Democratic 
benches, and hisses fh>m the Republicans.) I repeat it, 
sir — and I have authority to say so— that no Democratic 
representative from Geor^ on this floor will ever submit 
to the inauguration of a Black Republican President. 
(Renewed applause and hisses.) . . . The most con- 
fiding of them all are, sir, for " equality in the Union or 
independence out of it;'' having lost all hope in the 
former, I am for ** indepjutoencb mow and I2Idj£P£MDKHCK 

FOaKVSB I" 

Mr. Grartrell, of the same State, said : 

Just so sure as the Republican party succeeds in elect- 
ing a sectional man, upon their sectional, Auti-SIavery 
platform, breathing destruction and death to the rights of 
my people, just so sure, In my judgment, the time wiU 
have come when the South must and will take an unmis- 
takable and decided action, and that then, '*he who 
dallies is a dastard, and he who doubts Is damned.** I 
need not tell what I, as a Southern man, will do— I think 
I may safely speak for the masses of the people of d^eorgia 
— that when that event happens, they, in my jadgment, 
will consider it an overt act, a declaration of war, andC 
meet immediately in convention, to take into considera- 
tion the mode aiul measure of redress. That is my posi- 
tion ; and if Uiat be treason to the Government, make the 
most of it. 

Mr. McRae, formerly Governor of Mississippi, 
now a member of the House of Representatives, 
recently spoke in that body as follows :. 

I said to my constituents, and to the people at the 
capital of my State,, on my way here, that if such an 
event did occur, while it would be their duty to determine 
the course which the State would pursue,, it would be mf 
privilege to counsel with them us to wuat I believed to be 
the proper course ; and I said te- Uieui, wliat I say now, 
and will always say in such an event, that my eounsei 
would be to take independence out of the Union m pre- 
ference to the loss of constitutional rights, and conse- 
quent degradation and dishonor in it. That is my posi- 
tion, and it is the positipn which I know the Democratic 
party of the State of Mississippi will maintain. 

Mr. De Jarnette, a member of the House 
from Virginia, says : 

Thus William H. Seward stands before the country a 
perjured traitor ; and yet that man, with hands stained 
with the blood of our citizens, we are asked to elect Pre- 
sident of the United States. Tou may elect him President 
of the North, but of the South never. Whatever the 
event may be, others may differ ; but Virginia, in view 
of her ancient renown, in view of her illustrious dead, 
and in view of her eio semper iyranniSy will resist his 
authority. I have done. 

Mr. Leake, also of Virginia, declares : 

Virginia has the right, when she pleases, to withdraw 
from the Confederacy. (Applause from tiie Democratic 
benches.) . . . That is her doctrine. We will not 
fight in the Union, but quit it tiie instani we tiiink proper 
to do so. 

Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, says : 

You ask me when will the time (for disunion) come; 
when will the South be united i It will be wiien you 
elect a Black Republican— Hale, Seward, or Chase— Pre- 
sident of the United States. Whenever you undertake 
to place such a man to preside over the destinies of tlie 
South, you may expect to see us undivided and indivisi- 
ble friends, and to see all parties of tiie South arrayed to 
resist his Inauguration. 

We can never quietiy stand by and permit the control 
of the army and navy to go luto the hands of a Black 
Republican President. 

Gov. Letcher, of Virginia, in his recent mes- 
sage to the Legislature of his State, avows the 
rankest disunion and revolutionary sentiments. 
In this document, he declares that if a Repub- 
lican President is elected in 1860, 

• It is useless to attempt to conceal the fact Uiat, in the 
present temper of tiie Southern people, it cannot be and 
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will not be iubmitted to. The " irrepressible conflict*' 
doctrine, announced and adrocated by the ablest and 
nioiit distinguished leader of the Republican party, is an 
open declaration of war against the institution of African 
Slavery, wherever it exists ; and I would be disloyal to 
Virginia and the South if I did not declare that the 
(.'lection of such a man, entertaining Kuch sentiivent^, 
and Hdvocating such doctrines, ouffht to be r^-iUted by 
the alaveholding StaiM. The idea of permitting such a 
man to have the control and direction of the army and 
nHvy <if the United States, and the appointment of higli 
judicial and executive officers, postmasters included, 
cannot bs entertained by the Souihjhr a moment. 

The Hon. William L. Yancy, a leading and 
prominent Democratic politician of Alabama, 
and formerly member of Congress from that 
State, wrote the following letter in 1858, which 
the [Vashingtan States, a Democratic Jotinml, 
recently published under the title of the ** Scar- 
let Letter :" 

MoNTOOKiRT, June 16, 185S. 

DSAS Sut: Tour kind favor of the 15th is re- 
ceived. 

I hardly agree with you that a general movement 
can be made that will clear out the Augean stable. If 
the Democracy were overthrown, it would result in giv- 
ing place to a great-er and hungrier swarm of flies. 

The remedy of the South is not in sach a process. It 
is in a diligent organization of her true men for prompt 
resistance to the next aggression. It must come in the 
nature of things. No national party can save us ; no 
sectional party can ever do it But if we could do as 
our fathers did— organize committees of safety all over 
the Cotton States (and it is only in them that we can 
hope for any effective movement)— we shall fire the 
Southern heart, instruct the Southern mind, give cou- 
rage to each other, and at the propkb moment, by one 
organized concerned action, tee can predpiiate the 
Cotton States into a revolution. 

The i'dea has been shadowed forth in the South by 
Mr. Kuffin ; has been taken uo and recommended in 
The Adzertiaer (Published at Montgomery. Alabama), 
under the name of ** League of United Southerners," who, 
keeping up their old party relations on all other ques- 
tions, will hold the Southern issue paramount, and will 
influence parties, legislatures, and statesmen. I have no 
time to enlarge, but to suggest merely. 

In haste, yours, etc., W. L. Tancbt. 

To Jamks S. Slauohtbr, Bsq. 

The Montgomery (Ala.) Confederation thus 
gives the record of the leading secession dele- 
gates from the Charleston Convention from 
tliHt State. It says : 

No one can be deceived as to what are the objects 
of the Charleston Convention. Listen to what their men 
•ay: 

** I want the Cotton States precipitated into a revolu- 
tion."— TTm. X. Y<mc«y. 

'* If I had the power, I would dissolve this Govern- 
ment in two minutes.'*— cT. T. Morgan. 

" Let us break up this rotten, stinking, and oppressive 
Government.'* — George Gayle. 

" Resistance ! Resistance to death against the Gov- 
ernment is what we want now,"— David Hubbard. 

AN ANTI-SLATEBT VIEW OF DISUNION. 

The following Besolutions, prepared by Wm. 
Lloyd Garrison, were adopted at a Convention 
of the non-voting Abolitionists (better known 
ac Garrisonians), at Albany, New- York, on the 
5l'd of February, 1869 : 

Whereas (to quote the language of J<rim ()uincy Adams), 



" The barffahi between Freedom and Slavery contained in 
the Constitution of the United States, is morally and po- 
litically vicious, inconsistent with the principles on which 
alone our Revolution can be Justified ; cruel and oppres- 
sive, by riveting the chains of Slavery ; and grossly une- 
qual and impoutic, by admitting that fflaves are at once 
enemies to be kept in subjection, property to be secured 
ftnd returned to their owners, and persons not to be repre- 
sented themselves, but for whom their masters are privi- 
leged with nearly a double share of representation ;" and 

WTiereae (to quote the language of Wm. Ellery Chan- 
ning) " We m the Free States cannot fly from the shame 
or guilt of the Institution of Slavery, while there are pro- 
visions of the Constitution bhiding us to give it support. 
On this subject our fathers, in framing the Constitution, 
swerved from the right. We, their children, see the path 
of duty more clearly than they, and must walk in it. No 
blessings of the Union can be a compensation for taking 
part in the enslaving of our fellow-creatures ;" and 

Wherecu (to quote the language of Josiah Quincy, Sen.), 
" The arm of the Union is the very sinew of the subjection . 
of the Slaves ; it is the Slaveholder's main strength ; its 
continuance is his forlorn hope ;" and 

Whereas (to quote the language of Bfr. Underwood, of 
Kentucky, as uttered on the floor of Congress), ** The Dis- 
solution of the Union, making the Ohio River and Mason 
and Dixon's line the boundary line, is the Dissolution of 
Slavery. It had been the common practice for Southern 
men to get up on this floor and say, * Touch this subject 
and we will Dissolve the Union as a remedy.' Their re- 
medy was the destruction of the thing which they wished 
to save, and any sensible man could see it ;" and 

Whereas (to quote the language of Mr. Arnold, of Ten- 
nessee, on the same occasion), '^ The South has nothing to 
rely on, if the Union be Dissolved ; for, supposing that 
Di»iolution to be effected, a million of Slaves are ready to 
rise and strike for Freedom at the first tap of the drum :'* 
therefore, 

1. Hesolvedy That hi advocating the Dissolution of the 
Union, the Abolitionists are justified by every precept of 
the Gospel, by every principle of morality, by every claim 
of humanitv; that such a Union is a "Covenant with 
Death," which ought to be annulled, and " an agreement 
with Hell," wliich a just God cannot permit to stand ; and 
that it is the imperative and paramount duty of all who 
would keep their souls from blood-guiltiness, to deliver the 
oppressed out of the hand of the spoiler, and usher in the 
day of Jubilee ; to seek its immediate overthrow by all 
righteous instrumentalities. 

2. Resolved, That (to quote the language of William H. 
Seward) " they who think this agitation is accidental, un- 
necessary, the work of interested or fanatical agitators, 
and therefore ephemeral, mistake the case altogether : it 
is an Irrepressible Conflict between opposing and enduring 
forces ; and It means that the United States must and will, 
sooner or later, become either entirely a Slaveholding 
Nation or entirely a Free Labor Nation. It is the failure 
to apprehend this great truth that Induces so many un- 
successful attempts at final Compromise between the Free 
and Slave States ; and it is the existence of this great fact 
that renders all such pretended Compromises, when made, 
vsdn and ephemeral." Therefore, 

8. Resoleed, That no matter how dncerely or zealously 
any Political Party may be struggling with side issues, in 
relation to Slavery, to prevent its extension, or otherwise 
cripple its power, while standing within the Union and 
sanctioning its Pro-Slavery Compromises, and refusing to 
attack the Institution itself, its position is morally inde- 
fensible ; it rests upon a sandy foundation ; its testimonies 
are powerless, and its example fatal to the cause of lib- 
erty : hence we cannot give it any support. 

4. Resolved, That " better a thousand times that all 
North America should be obliterated by a ctmcurrence of 
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, as a dead, revenging sea 
over buried Cities, than that we, after all our light and 
Liberty, should live only by removing the truth that gave 
us being, or should set the example to a terrified and 
struggling world of a Nation claimmg and daring to exist 
otiy by sustained and sanctified oppression." 
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THE POWER OF THE SUPREME COURT. 



In view of the Dred Scott dicta and other en- 
croachments upon the Liberties of the People 
and the rights of the States, that may well be 
apprehended from future decisions of a Federal 
partisan Judiciary, the opinions of the leaders of 
the old Jeffersouian Republican party on the 
powers and duties of the Supreme Court become 
matter of public interest. 

OPINIONS OF THOMAS JEfrJERSON. 

In a letter to John Adams, dated Sept. 11, 
1804, Mr. Jefferson says : 

You seemed to think that it devolved on the Judges to 
decide on the validity of the Sedition Law. But nothing in 
the Constitution has given them a right to decide for the 
Executive, more than the Executive to decide for them. 
Both magistrates are equally independent in the sphere of 
action assigned to them. The Judges, believing the lav 
constitutional, had a right to pass a sentence of fine and 
imprisonment, because the power was placed in their 
hands by the Constitution. But the Executive, believing 
the law to be unconstitutional, were bound to remit the 
execution of it, because that power had been confided to 
them by the Constitution." 

Again, in a letter to Judge Roane, dated 
Poplar Forest, Sept. 6, 1819, Mr. Jefferson re- 
marks : 

In denying the right they usurp in exclusively ex- 
plaining the Constitution, 1 go farther than you do, if I 
understand rightly your quotation from the Federalist, 
of an opinion that ** The Judiciary is the last resort in re- 
lation to the other departments of the Government, but 
not in relation to the rights of the parties to the compact 
under which the Judiciary is derived." If this opinion be 
sound, then indeed is our Constitution a complete /eto de 
96. For intending to establish three departments, ooardi- 
nate and independent, that they might check and balance 
one another, it has given, according to this opinion, to one 
of them alone the right to prescribe rules for the govern- 
ment of the others, and to that one, too, which is unelected 
by and independent of the nation The Consti- 
tution, on this hypothesis, is a mere tiling of wax, in the 
hands of the Judiciary, which they may twist and shape Into 
any form they please. It should be remembered, as an eter- 
nal truth in politic8,that whatever power in any government 
Is Independent, is absolute also ; in theory only at first,while 
the spirit of the people is up, but in practice as fast as that 
relaxes. Independence can be trusted nowhere but with 
the people in mass. They are Inherently independent of 
all but moral law. My construction of the Constitution is 
very dliferent f^om that you quote. It is that each de- 
partment is truly independent of the othen, and has an 
equal right to decide for itself what b the meaning of the 
Constitution in the cases submitted to its action, and espe- 
cially where it Is to act ultimately and without appeal 

In a letter to Mr. Jarvis, dated Monticello, 
Sept. 28, 1820, Mr. Jefferson says: 

.... You seem, in pages 84 and 148, to consider 
the Judges as the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional 
questions— a very dangerous docMne indeed, and one 
which would place us under the despotism of an oligarchy. 
Our judges are as honest as other men, and not more so! 
They have, with others, the same passions for party, for 
power, and the privilege of their corps. Their maxim is, 
•• bonijudioia est ampliareJurisdictUmem,'^ and their 
power the more dangerous as they are in oflBce for life, 
and not responsible, as the other functionaries are, to the 
elective control. The Constitution has erected no such 
single tribunal, knowing that, to whatever hands confided, 
with the corruptions of time and party, its members would 
become despots. It has ma-e wisely made all the depart- 
ments co-equal and oo-sove:idgn within themselves. 



tJnder date of Montecello, Dec. 25, 1820, he 
writes to Thomas Ritchie as follows : 

.... The Judiciary of the Unit«d States is the 
subtle corps of sappers and miners constantly working 
under-ground to undomine the foundations of our con- 
federated fabric. They are construing our Constitution 
from a coordination of a general and special government 
to a general and supreme one alone. 

On the 18th of August, 1821, Mr. Jefferson 
writes to Mr. C. Hammond, as follows : 

It has long,' however, been my opinion, and I have 
never shrunk from its expression, that the germ of disso* 
lution of our Federal Ctovernment is in the constitution 
of the Federal Judiciary — an irresponsible body, work- 
ing like gravity by night and by day, gaining a little to- 
day and a little to-morrow, and advancing its noiseless 
step, tike a thief, over the field of Jurisdiction, until all 
shall be usurped ftom the States, and the Government of 
ail be consolidated into one. To this I am opposed ; be- 
cause, when all government, domestic and foreign, in 
little as in great things, shall be drawn to Washington as 
the centre of all power, it will render powerless the 
checks provided of one Government on another, and will 
become as venal and oppressive as the €k>vernment fi-om 
which we separated. It will be as in Europe, where 
every man must be either pike or gudgeon, hammer or 
anvil. Our functionaries and tiieirs are wares from the 
same workshop, made of the same materials, and by the 
same hand. If the States look with apathy on this silent 
descent of their Government into the gulf which is to 
swallow all, we have only to weep over the human char- 
acter, formed uncontrollable but by a rod of iron, and 
the blasphemers of man as incapable of self-government, 
become his true historians. 

In a letterto Judge Johnson, dated Monticello, 
March 4, 1820, he says — 

I cannot lay down my pen without recurring to one of 
the subjects of my former letter, for, in truth, there is no 
danger I apprehend so much as the consolidation of our 
Government by the noisele^, and therefore unalarming, 
instrumentality of the Supreme Court. This is the form 
in which Federalism now arrt^i itself 

In a letter dated June 127*^|ame year, he says, 

The practice of Judge Marshall, ^traveling out of his 
case to prescribe what the law would^ in a moot case 
not before the court is very irreguk%and very cen- 
surable. 

In writing to Mr. W. H. TorranJ^, June 11, 
1815, Mr. Jefferson says : 

The second question, whether the judges Kejnves^ed 
with exclusive authority to decide on the consuMbnality 
of a law, has been heretofore a subject of consi^^tion 
with me in the exercise of official duties. Cell^^ 
there is not a word in the Constitution which hasH^^Q 
that power to them more than to the Executive or 1^ 
lative branches. Questions of property, of charac 
and of crime, being ascribed to the judges throug?L 
definite course of legal proceeding, laws involving sue?" 
questions, belong, of course, to them ; and as they decid\ 
on them ultimately, and without appeal, they, of course,, 
decide for themaelv, «. The constitutional validity of the 
law or laws again prescribing executive action, and to 
be administered by that branch ultimately, and without 
appeal, the Executive must decide for tfiemaelveSt akso, 
whether, under the Constitution, they are valid or not. 
So ako, as to laws governing the proceedings of the Leg- 
islature, that body must Judge /or Uael/the constitution- 
ality of the law, and equally without appeal or control 
from its coordinate branches. And, in general, the 
branch which is to act ultimately, and without appeal on 
any law, is the rightful expositor of the validity of the 
law, uncontrolled by the opinions of the other coDrdi- 
nate authorities. 
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John Taylor, of Caroline^ Va., who uaed in 
his day to epeak and write ** as one having 
MUthority " in the old Jeffersonian Republican 
party, in an essay entitled **Nt?w Views of the 

Constitution," says : 

The perseverance of the gentleman In favor of a 
National Q^overniuent proves that the subject was tho- 
roughly considered ; and the solemn preference of the 
Federal form demonstrates that no construction by 
which the preference will be fiustrated can be Just 
Its basis was State sovereignty, compatible with a fede» 
ral limited Government, but incompatible with a su- 
preme National Government. Hence State Sovereignty 
Tus denied by the gentlemen who proposed a National 
tlovernment. This sovereignty is the foundation of all 
4ie powers reserved to the States. Unless they are sus- 
lained by it, they are baseless. State legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial powers, must all or none flow from 
this source. All are necessary to sustain the State Re- 
l>ublican Governments. Subject either to a master, 
tnd the others become subject to the same master. If 
ttie State judicial power, as flowing from State sov- 
leignty, is not independent. State legislative and ex- 
icutive power cannot be independent, because all rest 
upon the same foundation; and because if a supreme 
federal Judiciary can control State Courts, It can also 
control State Legislatures and Executives. Thus a 
federal form of Government would be r^ected, though 
It was established, and a National Government would be 
established, though it was rejected. .... 

The legal features of the Constitution, in relation to 
judges, is expressed in the sixth article: "The Con- 
stitution is the eupreme lata of the land, and the 
judges in every /State are to be bound thereby." 
Can the judgments of the Federal court be a su- 
preme law over this supreme law? Is there no dif- 
ference between the supremacy of a Federal court 
over inferior Federal courts, and the supremacy of the 
Constitution over all courts? The supremacy of the 
Constitutiun is a guaranty of the independent powei-s, 
within their respective spheres, allowed by the Federal- 
ist to the State and Federal Governments. A supre- 
macy in the court might abridge or alter these spheres. 
The State judges are bound by the ConsUtation and by 
an oath to obey the supremacy of the Constitution, and 
not even required to obey the supremacy of the Federal 
court. Why are all the departments of the State and 
Federal Governments equally bound to obey the supre- 
macy of the Constitution ? Because the State and Fe- 
deral Governments were considered as checking or 
balancing departments. Had either been considered as 
subordinate to a supremacy in the other, it would have 
been tyrannical to require it by an oath to support tlie 
supremacy of the Constitution, and also to break that 
oath by yielding to the usurped supremacy of the other. 

During the administration of John Adams, 
ihe Judiciary system was remodeled in such 
way as to create a large number of Circuit 
Judgeships, and to make the Supreme Court 
simply a Court of Appeal from the inferior 
jurisdictions. After the election of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, with a Republican (Democratic) majority 
in Congress the act was repealed. 

During the debate in the Senate, which was 
protracted, on this repeal bill, Mr. Jackson 
of Georgia, said : 

We have been asked if we are afraid of having an 
army of judges ? For myself, I am more afraid of an 
army of judges under the patronage of the President, 
than of an army of soldiers. The former can do us 
more harm. They may deprive ns of our liberties, if 
attached to the Fxecutive, from their decisions; and 
from the tenure of office contended for, we cannot re- 
move them ; while the soldier, however he may act, is 
enlisted, or if not enlisted, only subsisted for two years ; 
whilst the judge is enlisted for life, for his salary cannot 
be taken from him.— /6>ee Annals of Cktngresi^ 1801-2, 
page 47. 

During the same discussion, Mr. Mason, of 
Virginia, said : 

The objects of courts of law, as I understand them, 
are to settle questions of right between suitors, to en- 
force obedience to the laws, and to protect the citiaens 
agaixist tlie oppressive use of power in the Executive 
offices. Not to protect them against the Legislature, 



for that I think I have shown to be impossible, with the 
powers which the liCglslature may safely use and exer* 
sise, and because the people have retained in their own 
hands the power of cpntrolling and directing the Legis- 
lature, by their immediate and mediate elections of 
President, Senate, and House of Representatives. — See 
ib.fpagelS, 

Mr. Cocke, of Tennessee, on the same sub- 
ject., said : 

We have been told that the nation is to look up to 
these immaculate judges to protect their liberties : to 
protect the people against themacives, — Il>.f page To. 

In the House, Robert Williams, of North 

Carolina, said : 

If this doctrine is to extend to the length gentlemen 
contend, then is the sovereignty of the Government to be 
swallowed up in the vortex of the Judiciary. Whatever 
the other departments of the Government may do, they 
can undo. You may pass a law, but they can annulet. 
Will not the people be astonished to hear that their laws 
depend upon the will of the judges, who are them««lvea 
independent of all law ?-<-/^., pagett 531, 582. 



John Randolph, of Roanoke, said : 

But, sir, if you pass the law, the judges are to put their 
veto upon it by declaring it unconstitutional. Here is a 
new power, of a dangerous and uncontrollable nature, 
contended for. The decision of a constitutional question 
must rest somewhere. Shall it be confided to men im> 
mediately responsible to the people, or to those who are 
irresponsible ? for Uie responsibility by impeachment is 
little less than a name. From whom is a corrupt decision 
most to be feared ? To me it appears that the power 
which has the right of passing, without appeal, on the 
validity of your laws, is your sovereign. ... But, 
sir, are we not as deeply interested in the true exposition 
of the Constitution as the judges can be ? With all due 
deference to their talents, is not Congress as capable of 
forming a correct opinion as they are ? Are not its 
members acting under a responsibility to public opinion, 
which can and will check their aberrations from duty ? 
Let a case, not an imaginary one, be stated : Congress 
violates the Constitution by fettering the press ; the judi- 
cial corrective is applied to ; far from protecting the 
liberty of the citizen, or the letter of the Constitution, 
you find them outdoing the legislature in seal ; pressing 
the common law of England to their service where the 
sedition law did not apply. Suppose your reliance had 
been altogether on this broken staff, and not on the elec- 
tive principle? Your press might have been enchained 
till doomsday, your citizens incarcerated for life, and 
where is your remedy ? But if the construction of the 
Constitution is Left with us, t)»ere are no longer limits to 
our power ; and this would be true, if an appeal did not 
lie through the elections, from us to the nation, to whom 
alone, and not a few privileged individuals, it belongs to 

decide, in the last resort, on the Constitution 

In their inquisitorial capacity, the Supreme Court, re- 
lieved from the tedious labor of investigating judicial 
points by the law of the last session, may easily direct the 
Executive, by mandamus, in what mode it is their 
pleasure that we should execute his functions. .They will 
also have more leisure to attend to the legislature, and 
forestall, by inflammatory pamphlets, their decisions on 
all important questions ; whilBt, for the amusement of the 
public, we shall retain the light of debating, but not of 
votAng.—Jb.ypagee Ml, 663. 



Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, said : 

We have heard mucii about the judges, and the neces- 
sity of their independence. I will state one fact, to show 
that they have power as well as independence. Soon 
after the establishment of the Federal Courts, they issued 
a writ— not being a professional man, X shall not under- 
take to give its name~-to the Supreme Court of Nortli 
Carolina, directing a case then depending in the State 
Court to be brought into the Federal Court. The IState 
judges refused to obey the summons, and laid the whol« 
proceedings before the legislatare, who approved theU* 
conduct, and, as well as I remember, unanimously -, 
and this in that day was not called disorganizing. — Jb. 
page 711. 

John Bacon, of Massachusetts, t^aid: 

The Judiciary have no more right to prescribe, direct, 
3r c(»ntrol the acts of the other departments of the Gov* 
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eminent, than the other departments of the Govern- 
ment have to prescribe or direct those of the Judiciary. — 
lb.., page 988. 

THE SEDITION LAW. 

Wlien the case of Matthew Lyon was before 

the United States Senate in 1818, on petition 

asking indemnity for a fine imposed upon him 

under the Sedition Law, John J. Crittenden, of 

Kentucky, said : 

The Jadiciarj Is a yalnable part of the Goyemment, and 
ought to be highly respected, but is not infallible. The 
Constitution is our guide— our supreme lair. Blind homage 
can never be rendered by freemen to any power. In all 
cases of alleged violations of the Constitution, it was for 
Congress to make a Just discrimination. — BentoiCs 
Abrid{fmentf 90I. 6, page 184 

Nathaniel Hacon, of North Carolina, on the 

same day said : 

According to some gentlemen, we were to regard the 
Judiciary more than the law, and both more than the Con- 
stitution. It was a misfortune the Judges were not equal 
hi infallibility to the God who made them. The truth 
was, if the judge was a party-man out of power, he would 
be a party-man in. The office would not change human 
nature. He had no doubt that the Sedition Law, and the 
proceedings under it, had more effect in revolutionizing 
the Government than all its other acts. He well remem- 
bered the language of the times— pay your taxes, but 
don't speak against government. — Ibid.^ page 187. 

Hon. James Barbour, of Virginia, made a re- 
port on the subject of the petition, of which the 
following is an extract : 

The first question that naturally presents Itself in the 
investigation is, was the law constitutional? The com- 
mittee have no hesitation in pronouncing, in their opin- 
ions, it was not. . . . 

The committee are aware that, in opposition to thb 
view of the subject, the decision of some of the judges of 
the Supreme Court, sustaining the constitutionality of the 
law, has been frequently referred to, as sovereign and 
conclusive of the question. 

The .committee entertain a high respect for the purity 
and intelligence of the Judiciary. But it is a rational re- 
spect, limited by a knowledge of the frailty of human na- 
ture, and the theory of the Constitution, which declares, 
not only that Judges may err in opinion, but also may 
commit crimes, and hence has provided a tribunal for the 
tj-ial of offenders. 

OBOROIA. 

In the case of Paddleford, Fay, & Company 
0. the Mayor and Aldermen of the city of Sa- 
vannah. Judge Benning, in delivering the opin- 
ion of the court, recited two or three cases in 
which the State of Georgia had acted in disre- 
gard of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. In the case of Chisholm, 
executor, against Georgia, the Supreme Court 
of the United States — 

Ordered^ that unless the said State shall either in due 
form appear, or show cause to the contrary, in this court, 
by the first day of next term, judgment by default shall be 
entered against the said State. 

The reporter adds, in a note, that "in February term, 
1794, judgment was rendered for the plaintiff, and a writ 
of inquiry awarded. The writ, however, was not sued out 
and executed; so that this cause, and all of the other suits 
against States, were swept at once from the records of the 
court by the amendment of the Federal Constitution.** 

Georgia treated the court with contempt in respect to 
this case. Her position was, that the court had no juris- 
diction of her as a party. — Georgia BeporU, vol 14, 
page 479. 

The Judge proceeds to say, that ** in this 
position Georgia triumphed," and that the judg- 
ment against her *•*• fell dead.** 

The Judge next cites the case of Worcester 
and Butler, who had settled on the Cherokee 
lands in Georgia, contrary to the laws of the 
State, and for which ofifense they were sent to 
the penitentiary. On a writ of error, the Su- 



preme Court of the United States annulled the 
judgment in the State court, and issued a man- 
date to the Superior Court of Georgia, to carry 
its judgment of reversal into execution. Judge 
Benning proceecls : 

Now, what did Georgia do on receipt of this special 
mandate ? Through eveiy department of her government 
she treated the mandate and tiie writ of error with con- 
tempt the most profound. She did not even protest 
agalost jurisdiction, as she had done in the case of Chis- 
holm*s executors ; but she kept Worcester and Butler in 
the penitentiary, and she executed, in the Creek nation, 
the laws, for violating which they had been put in. the 
penitentiary. . . . 

Judge Benning, in delivering his opinion, says 
further : 

It was not onl^ in this case that Cteorgia occupied this 
position ; she did it in two other cases, and those, cases of 
life and death : the case of Tassels, and that of Graves. 
One of these happened before those of Worcester and 
Butler, namely, m 1880; the other afterward, in 1884. 
The Supreme Court had Issued writs of error in each of 
these cases, on the application of the defendants to the 
State of Georgia ; but, as the cases are not reported, it Is 
to be presumed that these writs never got back to the 
Supreme Court ; or that, if they ever did, it was too late. 
It IS certain that Georgia hung the applicants for the writ. 

In the Tassels case, the legislature passed 
these, among other resolutions : 

Heeolved, That the State of Georgia will never so far 
compromit her sovereignty, as an independent State, as to 
become a party to the case sought to be made before the 
Supreme Court of the United States by the writ in ques-. 
tion. 

Beaolcedy That his excellency the Governor be, and. he 
and every other officer of this State is hereby, requested 
and ei^olned to disregard any and every mandate and 
process that ha& been or shall be served on him or them, 
purporting to proceed from the Chief Justice or any Asso- 
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
for the purpose of arresting the execution of any of the 
criminal laws of this State. 

Similar resolutions were passed, as to the 
case of GraveS) by the legislature of 1834. 

, PENNSTLYANIA. 

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, in the 
case of the Commonwealth v. Cobbett, gave a 
unanimous opinion in 1788, from which the fol- 
lowing is an extract : 

If a State should differ with the United States about the 
construction of them, there is no common umpire but the 
people, who should adjust the affair by maldng amend- 
ments in the constitutional way, or suffer from the deffect. 
In such a case, the Constitution of the United Stateli 
federal ; it Is a league or treaty made by the Individ^ 
States as one party, and all the States as another pai 
When two nations differ about the meaning of any clai 
sentence, or word, in a treaty, neither has on exclusiye 
right to decide it ; they endeavor to adjust the matter y>y 
negotiation ; but if it cannot be thus accomplished, ef 
has a right to retain its own interpretation, until a rel 
ence be had to the mediation of other nations, and a\ 
tration, or the fate of war. There Is no provision in 
Constitution that in such a case the judges of the Supi 
Court of the United States shall control and be conclusi^ 
neither can the Congress by a law confer that powe^ 
BeepvbUoa v. Oobbett^ 8 DaUat^e BeporU^ page 47ai5. 



YIRGINIA. 
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The Court of Appeals of Virginia, in 1814,lP»'n 
the case of Hunter v. Martin, devisee of FaiiFi;- 
fax, entered the following unanimous opinion, to 
after full argument : \t 

The court Is unanimously of opinion that the appellate ^ 
power of the Supreme Court of the United States does not 
extend to this court, under a sound construction of the 
Constitution of the United States; that so much of the 
twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress to establbh the 
judicial courts of the United States as extends the appel- 
late jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to this court Is not 
in pursuance of the Constitution of the United States; 
that the writ of error in this case was improvidently al- 
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loired under the authority of that act; that the proceed- 
ings thereon in the Supreme Court were coram non 
Judice in relation to this court ; and that obedience to its 
mandate be declined by this court. 

In times of violent party excitement, agitating the 
whole nation, to expect that judges will be entirely ex- 
empt from its influence, argues a profound ignorance of 
mankind. Although clothed with the ermine, they are 
BtUl men, and cairy into the Judgment seat the passicms 
and motives common to their khid. Their decisions on 
party questions reflect their individual opinions, which 
frequently betray them unconsciously into error. To 
balance the Judgment of a whole people by that of two or 
three men, no matter what may be their oflScial elevation, 
is to exalt the creature of the Constitution above its 
creator, and to assail the foundation of our political 
fabric ; which is, that the decision of the people is infal- 
lible, from which there is no appeal but to Heaven.— /See 
Sentoii's Abridgment, «o2. 6, p<iffe9 660, 661. 

Mahlon Dickersou, of New-Jersey, said : 

But I must beg leave to differ from the honorable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Walker, of Georgia) when he informs us that 
our independent Judiciary Is the bulwaric of the liberties 
of the people. By which he must mean, defenders of the 
people against the oppressions of the Government. Vrom 
what I witnessed in the years 1798, 1799, and 1800, 1 never 
■hall, I never can, consider our Judiciary as the bulwark 
of the liberties of the people. The people must look out 
for other bulwajks for their liberties.— /6^ id., pai/4 701. 

RICHARD If. JOHNSON, OF KBNTDCKT. 

Mr. Johnson, who was elected Vice-President 
of the United States by the Democratic party, 
represented Kentucky in the United States 
Senate in 1822. I find in fien ton's Abridg- 
ment of the Debates of Congress, vol. 7, page 
146, an elaborate speech of Mr. Johnson upon a 
resolution offered by him, proposing an amend- 
ment of the Constitution. His proposition was 
to amend the Constitution by referring all CRses 
iu which a State may be a party to the final 
adjudication of the Senate. In the course of 
his remarks, he says : 

At this time there is, unfortunately, a want of confi- 
dence in the Federal Judiciary, in cases that involve 
political power; and this distrust my be carried to other 
cases, such as itte lawyers call mewn €t twum. 

Courts also, like cities and villages, or like legislative 
bodies, will sometimes have their leaders ; vid it may 
happen, that a single individual will be the prime cause 
of a decision to overturn the deliberate act of a whole 
State, or of the United States ; yet, we are admonished 
to receive their opinions as the ancients did the re- 
sponses of the Delphic oracle, or the Jews, with more 
propriety, the communications from Heaven, delivered 
by Urim and Thttmmim, to the High Priest of God's 
chosen people, ftom the tanctunt eanctorwn. Other 
causes of difference might be multiplied to a tedious «x- 
tent ; but enough has been said to show that Judges, who, 
like other men, are subject to the frailties, the passions, 
the partialitie|^and antipathies, incident to human na- 
ture, should nol be exempted flrom responsibility on ac- 
count of their superior integrity, learning, and capadty ; 
or that their decisions should be subject to revision by 
some competent tribunal, responsible to the people. It 
is believed that this is the opinion of that great and good 
man who penned the J>eclaration of Independence, and 
who now enjoys, in the shades of Montlcello, the bless- 
ings of the principles which it contains. . . . 

It was the judgment of a court that doomed tiie im- 
mortal Socrates to drink the hemlock. When the Roman 
tyrant could no longer use a hired soldiery to immolate 
the victims of his jealousy, he resorted to courts of law. 
When Henry Till., of England, would exercise cruel 
despotism under the forms of a free CSonstitution, the 
army, the court, and the Parliament, were the potent 
eng;nes that sustained Idm. When Mary, his daughter, 
coiupelled the Protestants to seal thdr testimony at the 
stake, the court gave sanction to the murderous deeds. 
Her sister and successor, Elizabeth, created the Court of 
High Commission, and formally invested it witJi inquisi- 
torial power. She also supported the arbitrary edicts of 
the Star Chamber. The Puritans, because obnoxious to 
the free exercise of the prerogatives of the Crown, were 
impilsoned and dispersed by process of law, and the 
judges were the supporters of her despotic power. 
When she would destroy her unfortunate kinswoman, 

12 



the Queen of Soots, the Judges were instnieted to eon- 
demn her, and by their sentence she ca4ne to the block. 
This horrid deed was covered by the cloak of Judidal 
proceedings. When Charles I., determined to change 
the religion of Scotland, he made use of the Court of 
High Comminion to effect the object. By the same Judi 
cial power, the advocates for the doctrines of the Re 
formation have so often been divested of their religious 
privileges, and doomed to seal with their blood that re* 
ligion which bore them triumphantly through the vale ot 
death. 

The short, though splen^d history of this Government 
furnishes noticing that can induce us to look with a very 
favorable eye to the Federal Judiciary as a safc deposi* 
tory of our liberties. When a law was enacted'in viola, 
tion of a vital principle of the Constitution, that whick 
was designed to secure the freedom of speech and of the 
press, the victims of its operation looked in vain to the 
judges to arrest the progress of asnrpation. If this 
power could ever be exercised to any good purpose, it 
would be, on such ooccasions, to declare the law uncon- 
stitutional which aims a deadly blow at the vital princi- 
ples of freedom ; but, so far as the transactiesM of that 
day are detailed in our public records, it appears that 
the Judiciary was a willing instrument of Federal usur- 
pation. That law was executed -in all the rigor of the 
spirit which dictated it. The turbulence of faction found 
no moderation there ; and the pe<^le found relief only 
in their own power. The exercise of their elective fhui- 
chise removed the. evil, and this is tbeir only safe depen* 
dence. 

GKN. JACKSON. 

The following is an extract from Gen; Jack- 
son^s message vetoing the bill for rechartering 
the Bank of the United States. It may be 
found on page 488 of the Senate Journal for 
the first session of the Twenty-second Congress, 
and is in these words : 

If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the 
whole ground of this act. it ought not to control the co- 
ordinate authorities of this Oovernment The Congress, 
the Executive, and the Court, must each for itself bo 
guided by its own opinion of the Constitution. Each 
public officer, who takes an oath to support the Consti- 
tution, swears that he will support it as he understands 
it, and not as it is understood by others. It is as much 
the duty of the House of Representatives, of the Senate, 
and of the President, to decide upon the constitutional- 
ity of any bill or resolution which may be presented to 
them for passage or approval, as it is of the supreme 
Judges, when it may be brought before them for judicial 
decision. The opinion of the judges has no more author- 
ity over Congress than the opinion of Congress over the 
judges ; and, on that point, the President is independ- 
ent of both. The authority of the Supreme Court must 
not, therefore, be permitted to control the Congress or 
the Executive when acting in their le^slative capacities, 
but to have only such influence as the force of their 
reasoning may deserve. 



THE OTHER SIDE OP THE QUESTION. 

MR. W£B8TEB*S YISWS. 

The other side of this question was lucidly 
and ably stated by the late Daniel Webster, in a 
speech delivered before the U. S. Senate, on the 
27th of January, 1880, in the famous debate 
between Mr. W. and Mr. Hayne, of South Car- 
olina, on Foot's Resolution, as follows : 

Mr. Hayne having rejoined to Mr. Webster, 
especially on the constitutional question, Mr, 
Webster rose, and, in conclusion, said : 

A few words, Mr. President, on this constitutional argn- 
ment, which the honorable gentieman has labored to re- 
construct. 

His argument consists of two propositions and an inf(nr>- 
ence. His propositions are : 

1st. That the Constitution is a compact between the 
States. 

2d. That a compact between two, with authority re- 
served to one to interpret its terms, woidd be a surrender 
to that one of all power whatever. 
. 8d. Therefore, (such is his inference,) the General Gov- 
ernment does not posseM the authority to construe its own 
powers. 
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Now, sir, who does not see, wiihoat the aid of expositioa 
or detection, ttie utter concision of Ideas involred in this 
so elaborate and systematic argtunent. 

The ConsUtutlon, it is said, is a compact bsttoMn States ; 
the States, then, and the States only, are parUsB to the 
compact. How comes the Oeneral (Soremment itself a 
party 1 Upon the honorable gentleman's hypothesis, the 
General Government is the result of the compact, the crea 
ture of the compact, not one of the parties to it. Yet the 
argument, as the gentleman has now stated it, makes the 
Government itself one of its own creators. It makes it a 
party to that compact to which it owes its own existence. 

For the purpose of erecting the Constitution on the ba- 
ds of a compact, the gentleman considers the States as 
parties to that compact; but as soon as his compact is 
made, then he chooses to consider the General Govern- 
ment, which is the o(bpring of that compact, not its oflf- 
spring, but one of its parties ; and so being a party, with- 
out the power of Judgmg on the terms of compact. Pray, 
sir, in what school is such reasoning as this taught f 

If the whole of the gentleman's midn proposition were 
conceded to him, that b to say, if I admit for the sake of 
the argument, that the Constitution is a compact between 
States, the inferences which he draws from that proposi- 
tion are warranted by no Just reasoning. If the ConstLtu- 
tion be a compact between States, still that Constitution, 
or that compact, has established a government, with cer- 
tain powers ; and whether it be one of those powers, that 
it shall construe and interpret for itself the terms of the 
compact, in doubtful cases, is a question which can only 
be decided by looking to the compact, and inquiiing what 
provisions It contains on this point. Without any inconsist- 
ency with natural reason, the Goremment even thus crea- 
ted might be trusted with this power of construction. The 
extent of its powers, therefore, must stUl be sought for in 
the Instrument itself. 

If the Old Confederation had contained a clause, declar- 
ing that Resolutions of the Congress should be the supreme 
law of the land, any State law or ConsUtution to the con- 
trary notwithstanding, and that a Committee of Congress, 
or any other body created by it, should possess Judicial 
powers extending to all cases arising under resoluUons of 
Congress, then the power of ultimate decision would have 
been vested in Congress under the Confederation, although 
that Confederation was a compact between States ; and for 
this plun reason, that it would have been competent to the 
States, who alone were parties to the compact, to agree 
who should decide in cases of dispute arising on the con- 
struction of the compact. 

For the same reason, sir, if I were now to concede to the 
gentleman his principal proportion, namely, that the Con- 
stitution Is a compact between States, the question would 
sUll be, what provision Is made, in this compact, to settle 
points of disputed construction, or contested power, that 
shall come into controversy? And this question would 
still be answered, and conclusively answered, by the Con- 
stitution itselt 

While the gentleman Is contending against construction, 
he himself Is setting up the most loose and dangerous con- 
struction. The Constitution declares, that the law8 of Can- 
ff"€8S passed in pursiMinee of the Oonstitution ahaU &« 
the supreme laio ofihe land. No construction Is necessavy 
liere. It declares, also, with equal plainness and precision, 
tt't^U tfie Judicial power qf ths United States shaU ea^ 
tend to every case arising under the laws qf Congress. 
This needs no construction. Here b a law, then, which is 
declared to be supreme ; and here is a power establi^ed, 
which is to interpret that law. Now, sir, how has the gen- 
tleman met this? Suppose the Constitution to be a com- 
pact, yet here are its terms ; and how does the gentleman 
ipet nd of them? He cannot argue the seal off the bond^ 
nor the word out of the instrument. Here they are : what 
Answer does he give to them? None in the world, sir, ex- 
<cept that the effect of this would be to place the States in 
A condition of inferiority ; and that it results fh>m the very 
.nature of things, there being no superior, that the parties 
must be their own Judges ! Thus closely and cogently does 
the honorable gentleman reason on the words of the Con- 
:stitution. The gentleman says, if there be such a power 
of final decision in the General Government, he asks for 
the grant of that power. Well, sir, I show him the grant. 
I turn him to the very words. I show him that the laws 
of Congress are made supreme ; and that the Judicial 
power extends, by express words, to the interpretation of 
-these laws. Instead of answering this, he retreats into 
the general reflection, that it must result/rom the nature 
of things, that the States, being parties, must Judge for 
themselves. 

I have admitted, that, If the Constitution were to be con- 
;aidered as the creature of the State Governments, it might 
•be modified, Interpreted, or construed according to their 
pleasurix But, even in that case, it would be necessary 



that they should agree. One alone could not interpret it 
conclusively ; one alone could not construe it ; one alone 
could not modify it. Yet the gentleman's doctrine is, that 
Carolina alone may construe and interpret that compact 
which equally binds all, and gives equal rights to all. 

So, then, sir, even supposing the Constitution to be a 
compact between tiie States, the gentleman's doctrine, nev- 
ertheless, is not maintainable; because, first, the General 
Government is not a party to that compact, but a govern- 
ment established by It, and vested by it with the powers 
of trying and deciding doubtful questions ; and secondly, 
because, if the Constitution be regarded as a compact, not 
one State only, but all the States, are parties to that com- 
pact, and one can have no right to fix upon it her own pe- 
culiar construction. 

So much, sir, for the argument, even if the premises of 
the gentleman were granted, or could be proved. But, 
sir, the gentleman has fitiled to maintain his leading pro- 
position. He has not shown, it cannot be shown, that the 
Constitution Is a compact between State Gk>vemment8. 
The Constitution Itself, In Its very front, refutes that idea ; 
it declares that It is ordained and established by the peo- 
pie of the United States. So far firom saying that it is 
established by the governments of the several States, it 
does not even say that it is established by the people o/ ths 
see&ral States ; but it pronounces that it is established by 
the people of the United States, in the aggregate. The 
gentieman says, it must mean no more than the people of 
the several States. Doubtless, the people of the several 
States, taken collectively, constitute the people of the 
United States ; but it is In this, their collective capacity, it 
is as all the people of the United States, that they establ&h 
the Constitution. So they declare ; and words cannot be 
plainer than the words used. 

When the gentleman says the Constitution Is a com- 
pact between the States, he uses language exactly ap- 
plicable to the old Confederation. He speaks as if be 
were in Congress before 1789. He describes fully that 
old state of things then existing. The Confederation was. 
In strictness, a compact ; the States, as States, were par- 
ties to It. We had no other general government. But 
that was found insufficient, and inadequate to the public 
exigencies. The people were not satisfied with it, and 
undertook to establish a better. They undertook to form 
a General Government, which should stand on a new 
basis ; not a confederacy, not a league, not a compact 
between States, but a OonsMution ; a popular govern- 
ment, founded in popular election, directly responsible to 
the people themselves, and divided into branches with 
prescribed limits of power, and prescribed duties. They 
ordained such a government, they gave it the name of 
a Constitution, and therein established a distribution of 
power between this, their General Government, and their 
several State governments. When they shall become dis- 
satisfied Dijith this distribution, they can alter it. Their 
own power over their own instrument remains. But un- 
til tiiey shall alter it, it must stand as their will, and ii 
equally binding on the General Government and on the 
States. 

The gentleman, sir, finds analogy where I see none. 
He likens It to the case of a treaty. In which, there being 
no oommon superior, each party must interpret for liim- 
self, under its own obligation of good faith. But this Is 
not a treaty, but a constitution of government, with 
powers to execute itself, and fulfill Its duties. 

I admit, sir, that this government is a government of 
checks and balances ; that is, the House of ^presentatlves 
is a check upon the Senate, and the SenaW is a check on 
the House, and the President a check on both. But I can- 
not comprehend, or, if I do, I totally differ from him, when 
he applies the notion of checks and balances to the Inter- 
ference of different governments. He argues that if we 
transgress our constitutional limits, each State, as a 
State, has a right to check us. Does he admit the con- 
verse of the proposition, that we have a right to check 
the States ? The gentleman's doctrines would give us a 
strange jumble of authorities and powers, instead of 
governments of separate and defined powers. It Is the 
part of wisdom, I think, to avoid this ; and to keep the 
General Government and the State Government each 
In its proper sphere, avoiding as carefully as possible 
every kind of interference. 

Finally, sir, the honorable gentleman says, that the 
States will only interfere, by their power, to preserve the 
Constitution. They will not destroy it, they will not impair 
it ; they will only save, they will only preserve, they will 
only strengthen It. Ah ! sir, this Is but the old story. All re- 
gulated governments, all free governments, have been 
broken by similar disinterested and well disposed inter- 
ference. It is the common pretence. But I take leave ^ 
of the subject. 
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GEN. CASS ON POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY. 



Lbttkb to a. 0. p. Nicholson. 

WABDiHGTOir, I>ee. 24, 184T. 

Dbar Sir : I have received your letter, and ahall an- 
swer It as frankly as it Is written. 

You ask me whether I am in favor of the acqublUon of 
Mexican territory, and what are my sentiments with 
regard to the Wilmot Proviso. 

I have so often and so explicitly stated my views of 
the first question, In th<: Senate, that it seems almost un- 
necessary to repeat tliem here. As you request it, how- 
ever, I shall briefly give them. 

I ihink, then, that no peace should be granted to Mex- 
ico, till a reasonable indemnity is obtained for the inju- 
ries which she has done us. The territorial extent of 
this indemnity is, in the first instance, a subject of Execu- 
tive consideration. There the Constitution has placed 
it, and there I am willing to leave It ; not only because I 
have full confidence In Its judicious exercise, but because, 
in the ever-varying circumstances of a war, it would be 
indiscreet, by a public declaration, to commit the conn- 
try to any line of indemnity, which might otherwise be 
enlarged, as the obstinate injustiee of the tnemy pro- 
longs the contest with Its loss of blood and treasure. 

It appears to me, that the kind of metaphysical mag^ 
nanlmlty which would reject all indemnity at the close of a 
bloody and expensive war, brought on by a direct attack 
upon our troops by the enemy, and preceded by a suc- 
cession of unjust acts for a series of years, is as unwor- 
thy of the age in which we live, as it Is revolting to the 
common sense and practice of mankind. It would con- 
duce but little to our future security, or. Indeed to our 
present reputation, to declare that we repudiate all 
expectation of compensation from the Mexican Govern- 
ment, and are fighting, not for any practical result, but 
for some vague, perhaps philanthropic object, which 
escapes my penetration, and must be defined by those 
who assume this new principle of national intercommu- 
nication. All wars are to be deprecated, as well by the 
statesman as by the philanthropist. They are great 
evils ; but there are greater evils than these, and submis- 
sion tp injustice is among them. The nation which should 
refuse to defend its riglits and its honor when assailed, 
would soon have neither to defend : and, when driven 
to war, it is not' by professions of disinterestedness and 
declarations of magnanimity that Its rational objects can 
be best obtained, or other nations taught a lesson of for- 
bearance—the strongest security for permanent peace 
We are at war with Itf exico, and Its vigorous prosecution 
is the surest means of Its speedy termination, and ample 
indemnity the surest guaranty against the recurrence of 
such injustice as provoked it. 

Tlie Wilmot Ih^viso has been before the country some 
time. It has been repeatedly discussed In Congress and 
by the public press. I am strongly impressed with the 
opinion, that a great change has been going on in the 
public mind upon this subject, in my own as well as oth- 
ers ; and that doubts are resolving themselves into con- 
victions, that the principle It Involves should be kept out 
of the National Legislature, and left to the people of the 
confederacy in their respective local governments. 

The whole subject Is a comprehensive one, and fruitful 
of Important consequences. It would be ill-timed to dis- 
cuss it here. I shall not assume that responsible task, but 
shall confine myself to such general views as are neces- 
sary to the fair exhibition of my opinion. 

We may well regret the e^dstence of Slavery In the 
Southern States, and wish they had been saved from its 
introduction. But there it is, not by the act of the present 
generation ; and we must deal with it as a great practical 
question. Involving the most momentous consequences. 
We have neither the right nor the power to touch it where 
it exists ; and if we had both, their exerdse. by any means 
heretofore suggested, might lead to results which no wise 
man would willingly encounter, and which no good man 
could contemplate without uixiety. 

The theory of our Government presupposes that its vap 
rious members have reserved to themselves the regulation 
of all subjects relating to what may be termed their inter- 
Bal police. They are sovereign within their boundaries, 
except in those cases where they have surrendered to the 
General Government a portion of tiielr ri^ts, in order to 
give effect to the objects of the Union, whether these con- 
cern foreign naUons or the several States themselves. Lo- 



cal institutions, if I may so speak, whether they have re- 
ference to Slavery or to any other relations, domestic or 
public, are left to local authority, either original or derivar 
tive. Congress has no right to say there shall be Slavery 
in New- York, or that there shall be no Slavery In Georgia ; 
nor la there any other human power, but the people of 
those States, respectively, which can change the relations 
existing therein ; and they can say, if they will, we will 
have ^very in the former, and we will aboUsh it in the 
latter. 

In various respects, the Territories ditfer from the States. 
Some of their rights are Inchoate, and they do not possess 
the peculiar attributes of sovereignty. Their relation to 
the General Government is very imperfectly defined by 
the Constitution ; and it will be found, upon examination, 
that In that instrument the only grant of power concern- 
ing them Is conveyed In the phrase, ** Congress shall have 
the power to dispose of and make all needful rules and re- 
gulaUons respecting the territory and other property be- 
longing to the United States." Certainly this phraseology 
Is very loose, if it were designed to indude in the grant 
the whole power of legislation over persons, as well as 
things. The expression, the "territory and otiier pro- 
perty," f^ly construed, relates to the public lands, as 
such ; to arsenals, dockyards, forts, ships, and all the va- 
rious kinds of property which the United States may and 
must possess. 

But surely the simple authority to d49p&$6 of and regu- 
late these does not extend to the unlimued power of legis- 
lation ; to the passage of all ^ocos, in the most general 
acceptation of the word, which, by the by. Is carefully ex- 
cluded from the sentence. And, indeed, if this were so, it 
would render unnecessary another provision of the Con- 
stitution, which grants to Congress the power to legislate, 
with the consent of the States, respectively, over all places 
purchased for the " erection of forts, magasines, arsenals, 
dockyards," etc. These behig the *^ property ^^ of the 
United States, if the power to make '^needAil rules and 
regulations concerning " them includes the general power 
of legisUtion, then the grant of authority to regulate " the 
territory and other property of the United States " Is un- 
limited, wherever subjects are found for its operation, and 
its exercise needed no auxiliary provision. If, on the 
other hand. It does not include such power of legislation 
over the ** other property " of the United States, then tt 
does not include it over their " territory;''^ for the same 
terms which grant the one grant the other. " Territory ^^ 
is here classed with property, and treated as such ; and 
the object was evidently to enable the Cteneral Govern- 
ment, as a property-holder— which, from necessity, it must 
be — to manage, preserve and " dwpoee of*^ such property 
as it might possess, and which authority b essenUal almost 
to its being. But the lives and persons of our citizensi 
with the vast variety of objects connected with tiiem, can- 
not be controlled by an authority which Is merely called 
Into existence for the purpose of making rulee and reg^ 
lotions for the diepottiUon and management of pro- 
perty. 

Such, it appears to me, wottld be the construction pat 
upon tills provision of the Constitution, were this quesuoa 
now first presented for consideration, and not controlled 
by imperious circumstances. The original ordinance of 
the Congress of the Confederation, passed in 1787, and 
which was the only act upon this subject in force at the 
adoption of the Constitution, provided a complete frame 
of government for the country north of the Ohio, while in 
a territorial condition, and for its eventual admission in 
separate States into the Union. And the persuasion that 
this ordinance contained within itself all the necessary 
means of executbn, probably prevented any direct refer- 
ence to the subject in the Constitution, further than vest- 
ing in Congress the right to admit the States formed under 
it into the Union. However, circumstances arose, whidi 
required legislation, as well over the territory north of 
the Ohio, as over other territory, both within and without 
the originai Union, ceded to the General Government, 
and, at various times, a more enlarged power has been 
exercised over the TerrUoriee — meaning thereby the 
different Territorial Governments — than Is conveyed 
by the limited grant referred to. How far an existing 
necestdty may have operated in producing Uiis legisla- 
tion, and thus extending, bv rather a violent implica- 
tion, powers not directly given, I know not. But cer- 
tain it is that the prindple of interference should not be 
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carried beyond the necessary ImpUcation, which produces 
it. It should be limited to the creation of proper 
governments for new countries, acquired or settled, and 
to the necessary provisions for their eventual admission 
into the Uuion ; leaving, in the meantime, to tlie people 
Inhabiting them, to regulate their internal concerns in 
their own way. They are Just as capable of doing so as 
the people of the States ; and they can do so, at any rate 
as soon as their political independence is recognised by 
admission into the Union. During this temporary condi- 
tion, it is hardly expedient to call into exercise a doubt- 
ful and invidious authority which questions the intelli- 
gence of a respectable portion of our cltisens, and whose 
limitation, whatever it may be, will be rapidly approach- 
ing its termination — an authority which would give to 
Congress despotic power, uncontrolled by the Oonstltu- 
tion, over most important sections of our common 
country. For, if the relation of master and servant may 
be regulated or annihilated by its legislation, so may the 
regulation of husband and wife, of parent and child, and 
of any other condition which our institutions and the 
habits of our society recogniie. What would be thought 
if Congress should undertake to prescribe the terms of 
marriage in New>Tork, or to regulate the authority of 
parents over their children in Pennsylvania ? And yet 
It would be as vain to seek one justifying the inter- 
ference of the national legislature in the cases referred to 
in the original States of the Union. I speak here of the 
inherent power of Congress, and do not touch the ques- 
tion of such contracts as may l>e formed with new States 
When admitted into the confederacy. 

Of all the questions which can agitate us, those which 
are merely sectional in their character are the most 
dangerous, and the most to be deprecated. The warning 
voice of him who hrom his character and services and 
virtue had the best right to warn us, proclaimed to his 
countrymen, in his Farewell Address— that monument of 
wisdom for him, as I hope it will be of safety for them — 
how much we had to apprehend firom measures peculiarly 
affecting geographical sections of our country. The 
grave uircumstances in which we are now placed make 
theae words words of safety ; for I am satisfied, from all 
I have seen and heard here, that a successful attempt to 
ingraft the principles of the Wilmot Proviso upon the le- 
islation of this Government, and to apply them to new 
territory, should new territory be acquired, would seri- 
ously affect our tranquillity. I do not suffer myself to 
foresee or foretell tlie consequences that would ensue ; 
for I trust and believe there \a good sense and good feel- 
ing enough in the country to avoid them, by avoiding all 
occasions which might lead to them. 

Briefly, then, I am opposed to the exercise of any 
jurisdiction by Congress over this matter; and I am in 
flavor of leaving to the people of any Territory, which 
may be hereafter acquired, the right to regulate it for 
themselves, under the general principles of the Consti- 
tution. Because^ 

1. I do hot see in the Constitution any grant of the 
requisite power to Congress ; and I am not disposed to 
extend a doubtful precedent beyond its necessity — ^the 
establishment of Territorial Governments when needed 
—leaving to the inhabitants all the rights compatible 
with the relations they bear to the confederation. 

8. Because I believe ^his measure, if adopted, would 
weaken, if not impair, the Union of the States ; and 
would sow the seeds of future discord, which would 
grow up and ripen Into an abundant harvest of cala- 
mity. 

8. Because I believe a general conviction that such a 
proposition would succeed, would lead to an immediate 
withholding of the supplies, and thus to a dishonorable 
termination of the war. I think no dispassionate ob- 
server at the seat of Government can doubt this re- 
sult. 

4. If, however, in this I am under a misapprehension, 
•i^^ under none in the practical opera ion of this re- 
stiicj^on, if adopted by Congress, upon a treaty of-peace, 
making any acquisition of Mexican Territory. Such a 
treaty would be rejected as certainly as presented to 
the Senate. More than one-third of that body would 
vote against it; viewing such a principle as an exclu- 
sion of the citisens of the slaveholding States from a 
participation in the benefits acquired by the treasure 
and exertions of all, and which should be common to 
alL I am repeating— neither advancing nor defending 
these views. That branch of the subject does not lie in 
my way, and I shall not turn aside to seek it. 

In this aspect of the matter, the people of the United 
States must choose between this restriction and the ex- 
tension of thdr territorial limits. They cannot have 
both ; and which they will surrender must depend upon 
their representatives first, and then, if these fail them, 
upon themselves. 



5. But after all. It seems to be generally conceded that 
this restriction, if carried into effect could, not operate 
upon any State to be formed fl*om newly-acquired terri-. 
tory. The well-known attributes of Sovereignty, recog- 
nised by us as belonging to the State Governments, 
would sweep before them any such barrier, and would 
leave the people to express and exert their will at plea- 
sure. Is the object, then, of temporary exclusion 
for so short a period as the duration of the Territorial 
Governments, worth the price at which it would be 
purchased ? — worth the discord it would engender, the 
trial to which it would expose our Union, and the evils 
that would be the certain consequence, let the trial re- 
sult as it might ? As to the course, which has been inU* 
mated, rather than proposed, of ingrafting siich a restric- 
tion upon any treaty of acquisition, I persuade myself it 
would find but little favor in any portion of this country. 
Such an arrangement would render Mexico a party, 
having a right to interfere in our internal institutions in 
questions left by the Constitution to the State Govern- 
ments, and would inflict a serious blow upon our Ainda- 
mental principles. Few, indeed, I trust, there are among 
us who would thus grant to a foreign power the right to 
inquire Into the constitution and conduct of the sover- 
eign States of tUs Union ; and if there are any, I am not 
among them, nor never shall be. To the people of this 
country, under €K)d, now and hereafter, are its destinies 
committed ; and we want no foreign power to interro* 
gate us, treaty in hand, and to say. Why have you done 
this, or why have you left that undone ? Our own dig- 
nity and the principles of national independence unite 
to repel such a proposition. 

But there is another important consideration, which 
bught not to be lost sight of, in the investigation of this 
subject. The question that presents itself is not a ques- 
tion of the increase, but of the difftision of Slavery. 
Whether its sphere be stationary or progressive, its 
amount will be the same. The rejection of this restric- 
tion will not add one to the class of servitude, nor will 
its adoption give freedom to a single being who is now 
placed therein. The same numbers will be spread over 
greater territory ; and, so far as compression, with less 
abundance of the necessaries of life, is an evil, so far 
will that evil be mitigated by transporting slaves to a 
new country, and giving them a larger space to occupy. 

I say this in the event of the extension of Slavery over 
any new acquisition. But can it go there ? This may well 
be doubted. All the descriptions which reach us of the con- 
dition of the Califomias and of New-Mexico, to the acqui- 
sition of wtiich our efforts seem to be at present directed, 
unite in representing those countries as agricultural regions, 
similar in their products to our Middle States, and gene- 
rally unfit for the production of the great staples which can 
alone render slave labor valuable. If we are not grossly 
deceived — and it is difficult to conceive how we can be— 
the inhabitants of those regions, whether they depend up 
on their plows or their herds, cannot be slav^olders. In- 
voluntary labor, reqidring the investment of large capital, 
can only be profitable when employed in the production 
of a few favored articles confined by nature to special dis- 
tricts, and paying larger returns than the usual agricultu- 
ral products spread over more considerable portions of the 
earth. 

- In the able letter of Mr. Buchanan upon thb subject, 
not long since g^ven to the public, he presents similar con- 
siderations with great force. ** Neither," says the distin- 
guished writer, " the soil, the climate, nor the productions 
of California, south of 86* 80', nor indeed of any portion 
of it. North or South, is adapted to slave labor ; and be- 
side every facility would be there afforded for the slave to 
escape from his master. Such property would be entirely 
insecure in any part of CaUfomia. It is morally impos- 
sible, therefore, that a majority of the emigrants to that 
portion of the Territory south of 86' 80', which will be 
chiefly composed of our dtisens, will ever regstabllsh Sla- 
very within its limits. 

*■* In regard to New-Mexico, east of the lUo Grande, the 
question has already been settled by the admission of 
Texas into l^e Union. 

'* Should we acquire territory beyond the Bio Grande 
and east of the Rocky Mount^ns, it is still more impossi- 
ble that a majority of tite people would consent to reia- 
UxbUah Slavery. They are themselves a colored popula- 
tion, and among them the negro does not belong socially 
to a degraded race." 

With this last remark, Mr. Walker ftilly coincides in his 
letter written in 1844, upon the annexation of Texas, and 
which everywhere produced so favorable an Impre^ion 
upon the public mind, as to have conduced very materi- 
ally to the accomplishment of that great measure. " Be- 
yond the Del Norte," says Mr. Walker, "Slavery will not 
pass ; not only because it is forbidden by law, but be 
cause the colored race there preponderates in the ratir 
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t of ten to one over the whites ; and holding, as they do, 
the government and most of the offices in their possession, 
they will not permit the enslavement of any portion of 
the colored race, which makes and executes the laws of 
the country." 

The question, It will be therefore seen on examination, 
does not regard the exclusion of Slavery from a region 
where It now exists, but a prohibition against its Intro- 
duction where It does not exist, and where, from the feel- 
ings of the inhabitants and the laws of nature, "it is 
morally Impossible," as Mr. Buchanan says, that It can 
ever reestablish itself. 

It augurs well for the permanence of our confederation 
that during more than half a century, which has elapsed 
ilnce the establishment of this government, many serious 
questions, and some of the highest* importance, have 
agitated the public mind, and more than once threaten- 
ed the gravest consequences ; but that they have all 
In succession passed away, leaving our institutions 
unscaUied, and our country advancing in numbers, 
power, and wealth, and In all the other elements of 
naUonal pros]>erity, with a rapidity unluiowa in ancient 



or modern days In tlmej of political excitement, when 
difficult and delicate quejitlons present themselves for 
solution, there U one arte of safety for us ; and that is aa 
honest appeal to the fundamental principles of our 
Union, and a stern determination to abide their dictates 
This course of proceeding has carried us in safety through 
many a trouble ; and I trust will carry us safely through 
many more, should many mo-e be destined to assail us. 
The Wllmot Proviso seeks to tate firom Its legitimate tri- 
bunal a queition of dotaestlc policy, having no relation 
to the Union, as such, and to transfer it to anothe*, 
created by the people for a special purpose, and foreign 
to the subject matter involved in this Issue. By going 
back to our true principles, we go back to the road of 
peace and safety. lieave to the people, who will be af- 
fected by this question, to adjust it upon their own re- 
■ponslbillty, and in their own manner, and we shall 
render another tribute to the original principles of our 
Ghovernment, and furnltsh another guaranty of Its perma- 
nence and prosperity. I am, dear sir, respectfully, your 
obedient servant, Lewis Ga^ss. 

A. 0. P. NiOHaLSos, Esq., Nashville, Tenn. 



4»> 



MR VAN BUBEN ON SLAVERY IN THE TERROTORIEa 



The following letter was addressd to the 
New York City Delegates to the Utica Free 
Soil Convention, of 1848, in response to a letter 
to Martin Van Buren, asking his opinion on the 
subject herein discussed : 

) LlHDKHWOLD, Jtm6 20, 1848. 

Gbotlbubv : You desire also my views in regard 

to the prohibition by Oongress of Slavery in territories 
where it does not now exist, and they shall be given in a 
few words, and in a manner which will not, I hope, in- 
crease, if it does noc diminish the existing excitement in 
the public mind. 

The illustrious founders of our Government were not 
insensible to the apparent Inconsistency between the 
perpetuation of Slavery in the United States, and the 
principles of the Revolution, as delineated In the Declara- 
tion of Independence ; and they were too ingenuous in 
their dispositions to attempt to conceal the impressions 
by which they were embarrassed. But they knew, also, 
that its speedy abolition in several of the States, was 
impossible, and its existence In all, without fault on the 
part of the present generation. They were also too upright 
and the fraternal feelings which had carried them through 
the struggle for independence were too strong to permit 
them to deal with such a matter upon any other principles 
than those of liberality and Justice. The policy they 
adopted was to guarantee to the States in which Slavery 
existed, an exclusive control over the subject within their 
respective jurisdictions, but to prevent by united efforts, 
its extension to territories of the United States in which 
it did not in fact exist. 

On all sides tite most expedient means to carry out 
this policy were adopted with alacrity and good feeling. 
Their first step was to interdict the introduction of Slavery 
into the Northwestern Territory, now covered by the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan and Wisconsin. 
This may justly be regarded, as being in the main, a 
Southern measare. The subject was first brought forward 
in Oongress by Mr. Jefferson. Virginia made the cession 
of territory upon which the ordinance was intended to 
•perate, and the Representatives from all the slave- 
holding States gave it a unanimous support. Doubts have 
arisen in the minds of some whether the ordinance of 
1787 was authorised by the articles of Confederation. A 
bill was introduced in the new Constitution, recognising 
and adapting It to the hew organisation, and it has ever 
since been treated and regarded as a valid act. This bill 
reeelved the Constitutional approbation of President 
Washington, whose highest and sworn duty it was to sup- 
port the Constitution under which it was enacted. Nor 
was the North backward in doir^; its part to sustain the 
policy which had been wisely adopted. They assented to 
the insertion of provisions in the Gonstttution necessary 
and sdUclent to protect that Interest in the States, and 
they did more^ 

The trouble apprehended at the commencement of the 
Government from tlii^ source, began to show itself as 
early as the year 1790, in the form of Petitions presented 
to Oongress upon the subject of Slavery axil (he slave- 



trade by the Quakers of Philaddphia and New-Tork, and 
by Dr. Franklin as President of a society for the promo- 
tion of Abolition. These petitions were in the House of 
Representatives, referred to a Committee of seven, all 
but one of whom were Northern members, whose report 
as amended in Committee of the Whole, skfllrmed ** that 
Congress have no power to interfere in the emancipation of 
slaves, or in the treatment of them within any of the 
States, it remaining with the several States alone to pro- 
vide any regulation therein which humanity and true 
policy might require.** 

The perseverance and good faith with which both 
branches of policy thus adopted have, until very recently, 
been recognised and carried out, are highly honorable to 
the whole country. The peculiarity of the sutgect to 1t>e 
converted into an element of political agitation, as well 
in the slaveholding as In the non-slavehoiding States, may 
have led to occasional attempts so to employ it, but these 
efforts have been very suceessfully frustrated by the good 
sense and good feeling of the people in every quarter of 
the Union. A detailed account of the numerous acts of 
the Federal Government, sustaining and carrying into 
full effect the policy of ito founders upon the suhJoct of 
Slavery in the States, and its extension to the Territories, 
and the steps taken, in the non-slaveholding States, to 
suppress or neutralise undue agitation in regard to it, 
would be alike instructive and honorable to the actors in 
them. But it will be readily perceived that this could not 
be given witliin the necessary limits of a communication 
like the present. It must therefore suffice to say that 
from 1737, the date of the ordinance for the prevention of 
Slavery in the Northwestern Territory, down to and in- 
cluding 18S8, at least eleven acts of Oongress have been 
passed, organising Territories which have since become 
States, in ail of which the Oonstitntlonal power of Oon- 
gess to interdict the introduction of Slavery into the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, is either directly exerclsedf 
or clearly asserted by enactments which, as matters of 
authority, ard tantamount to its exercise ; and that at the 
only period when the peace of the slaveholding States was 
supposed to be seriously endangered by Aboil: ion agita- 
tion, there was a spontaneous uprising of the people 
of the North of both parties, by which agitation was 
paralysed, and the South reassured of our fidelity to the 
compromises of the Constitution. 

In the' laws for the orgaiUsation of the Territories, which 
now constitute the States of Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, 
Illincis, Wisconsin and Iowa, Slavery was expressly pro- 
hibited. The laws for the organization of the Territories 
of Mississippi, New Orleans, Arkansas, Alabama and 
Florida, containing enactments fuUy equivalent in regard 
to the extent of power in Qongress over the subject of 
Slavery in the Territories to the express exercise of it 
in other cases, These acts were approved by Presidents 
Washington, the elder Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson and myself, all bound by our oaths of office to 
withhold our respective approvals from laws which we 
believed unconstitutional. If In the passage of these laws 
during a period of half a century, and under the adminis- 
tration of so many Presidents, there was anything like 
sectional divisions, or a greater or less participation in 
their enactment on the part of the Representatives of the 
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liayeluddfng or non-slaveholding States, I am not ap- 
prised of it. I believe the plan Jevised by the founders 
of the Government, including the Fathers of our PoUtical 
Church, for the treatment of this great subject, and which 
bas hitherto been so faithfully sustained, and which has 

Sroren so successful in preserving the Union of these 
tates, to be not only the wisest which the wit of man 
could have devised ; but the only one consistent with the 
safety and prosperity of%he whole country. I do, there- 
fbre, desire to see it continued so long as Slavery exists in 
the United States. The extent to wUch I have sustained 
it in ttie various public stations I have occupied is known 
to the country. I was at the time well aware that I went 
ftirther in this respect than many of my best Mends could 
approve. But deeply penetrated by the conviction that 
Slavery was the only subject that could endanger our 
blessed Union, I was determined that no effort on my 

Eart, within the pale of the Constitution, should be want- 
ig to sustain its compromises, as they were then under- 
stood, and it is now a source of consolation to me that I 
pursued the course I then adopted. 

The doctrine which the late Baltimore Convention has 
presented for the sanction of the nation, is, in substance, 
that the laws I referred to were but so many violations of 
ttie Constitution — that this instrument confers no power on 
Congress to exclude Slavery from the Territories, as has 
so often been done with the assent of all. Thb doctrine 
b set forth in the published opinion of the highly respect- 
able nominee of that Convention, who, it is well known, 
received that distinction, because he avowed that opinion, 
and who, it is equally certain, would not have received it 
if he had not done so. It is proposed to give this doctrine 
the most solemn sanction known to our political system, 
by the election of its decUred advocate and supporter to 
the Prefiddency. If it receives the proposed sanction of 
the People of the United States, the result cannot be 
doubtfuL The policy in regard to the extension of 
Slavery to the Territories of the United States into which 
it has not yet been introduced, which has existed since 
the commencement of the Government, and the conse- 
quences of which have been so salutary, must cease, and 
every act of Cong^ress designed to carry it into effect be 
defeated by the Veto of the Executive. 

The Territories now owned by the United States, and 
every acquisition of territory that may hereafter be made 
to the United States, whether obtained by annexation, by 
cession for a valuable consideration, or by conquest, must, 
as long as this opinion is held, and as far as the action of 
the National Legislature is concerned, be subject to the 
inroads of Slaveiy. And this consequence is to be sub- 
mitted to on the assumption that the framers of the 
Constitution, with their attention directed to the subject, 
and with a well understood desire to do so, have failed to 
clothe Congress with the necessary powers to prevent it. 
I cannot, with my vote, contribute to this sanction. I 
cannot do so, because I cannot concur in the opinion 
which we are called upon to sustain. 

The power, the existence of which is at this late day de- 
nied, is. In my opinion, fully granted to Congress by the Con- 
stitution. Its language, the circumstances under which it 
was adopted, the recorded explanations which accompuded 
its formation — the construction it has received firom our 
.highest judidal tribunals, and the very solemn and re- 
peated confirmations it has derived flrom the measures of 
the Government — leave not the shadow of a doubt in my 
mind, in regard to the authority of Congress to exercise 
the power in question. This is not a new opinion on my 
part, nor the first occasion on which it has been avowed. 
While the candidate of my firienda for the Presidency, I i 



distinctly announced my opinion in favor of the power of ' 
Congress to abolish Slaveiy in the District of Columbia, 
although I was, for reasons which were then, and are still 
satisfactory to my ndnd, very decidedly opposed to its 
exercise there. The question of power is certainly as 
clear In respect to the Territories as it is in regard to that 
District ; and as to the Territories, my opinion was also 
made known in a still more solemn form, by giving the 
Executive approval required by the Constitution to the 
bill for the organization of the Territorial Government of 
Iowa, which prohibited the introduction of Slavery into 
that Territory. 

The opinion from which we dissent was given In the 
face of, and directly contrary to, the views expressed. In 
forms the most solemn and explicit, by all or nearly all 
the non-sI.'iveholding States, and we are not at liberty to 
suspect the sincerity of these expressions. Honest and 
well-meaning men, as we know the masses of our politi- 
cal friends in those States to be, are incapable of trifling 
with so grave a subject. 

Our ancestors signalised the commencement of this 
glorious Government of ours, by rescuing from subjection 
to Slavery a Territory which is now covered by five great 
States, and peopled by more than four millions of freemen, 
in the full enjoyment of every blessing which Industry 
and good institutions can confer. They did this when the 
opinions and conduct of the world in regard to the insti- 
tution of Slavery were very different from what they are 
now. 

They did so before Great Britain had even commenced 
those gigantic efforts for the suppression of Slavery by 
which she has so greatly distlnguislied herself. After 
seventy-four years' enjoyment of the sacred and invalu- 
able right of self-government, obtained for us by the valor 
and discretion of our ancestors, we, their descendants, 
are called upon to doom, or if that is too strong a word, 
to expose to the inroad of Slavery, a territory capable of 
sustaining an equal number of new States to be added to 
our Confederacy — a territory in a great part of which 
Slavery has never existed in fact, and from the residue of 
which it has been expressly abolished by the existing Gov- 
ernment. We are called upon to do this at a period when 
the minds of nearly all mankind have been penetrated by 
a conviction of the evils of Slavery, and are united in 
efforts for its suppression — at a moment, too, when the spirit 
of Freedom and Keform is everywhere far more prevalent 
than it hsa ever been, and when our Republic stands 
proudly forth as the great exemplar of the world in the 
science of Free Government. 

Who can believe that a population like that which in- 
habits the non-slaveholding States, probably amounting 
to twelve millions, who by their own acts, or by the fore- 
sight of others, have been exempted from the evils of 
Slavery, can at such a moment be induced, by considera- 
tions of any description, to make a retrograde movement 
of a character so extraordinary and so painftil ? Such a 
movement would, in my view of 'the matter— and I say it 
with unfeigned deference to the conflicting opinions of 
others — bring reproach upon the influence of free institu- 
tions, which would delight the hearts and excite the hopes 
of the advocates of arbitrary power throughout the 
world 

Accept, gentlemen, my warmest acknowledgments for 
the obliging expressions contained in your letter, and be- 
lieve me to be 

Tour friend, Maxtih Yav Bmui. 

To Messrs. Nelson J. Waterbury, David Dudley Field, and 
others, New York. 
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LAND FOR THE LANDLESS. 

Action of Congreis on the Public Lands, 



Thb Public Domain of the TTnited States is 
still immense, notwitlistanding the millions upon 
millions of acres which have been squandered 
or passed over to the hands of speculators and 
monopolists, by the action of the National Go- 
yernment during the past few years. It is 
estimated by intelligent persons, who have 
given their attention to the subject, that lying 
within the States and Territories of this Govern- 



ment there are now about one thousand millions 
of acres of public lands still unentered. ** What 
shall be done with this immense domain ?" is a 
question which has for years occupied the 
minds of thoughtful men, who have tb^ best 
interests of society at heart. At length, the 
great question of the proper disposition of these 
lands has become one of party, and may be state<l 
as follows : " Shall the Public Domain be open 
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to monopoly by speculators, leading inevitably 
to a landed aristocracy ? or shall it be reseryed 
for actual occupants in small quantities, at a 
nominal price, or without price ?** There would 
be no difficulty whatever in adjusting this 
question at any time and in the right way, if 
the Negro question, which, in the National 
Administration, absorbs or overrides all others, 
were not behind it. Although this U an old 
question, it had never commanded in Congress, 
the attention to which it is entitled, previous to 
the organization of the Republican party ; be- 
cause until that time both the great parties 
into which the country was divided were either 
controlled, or their action was modified, by the 
Slaveholding interest of the country. That 
interest, which is ever vigilant, understands 
that Slavery cannot well exist were small free- 
holds prevail, and hence it opposes, with all its 
great power, all Preemption and Homestead 
laws, knowing well that if our new States and 
Territories are to be occupied in quarter-sec- 
tions, they will be occupied by working farmers, 
and not by speculators and great planters. 

Since this question has assumed a national 
importance, a concise record of the proceedings 
and votes in Congress during the session of 
1858-9, and 1859-60, upon the disposition of 
the Public Domain, will be of interest as a 
matter of record. 

On the 20th of January, 1859, (See CongreM- 
tonal GlobCy p. 492,) a bill relating to preemp- 
tions, reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands, was pending before the House. The bill 
proposed to make some changes in the details 
of existing preemption laws, but without affect- 
ing the substance of the present system of dis- 
posing of the public lands. It was, however, in 
parliamentary order to propose to amend the 
bill so as to change the present system, and to 
bring the House to a direct vote upon such pro- 
positions. The friends of such change were 
prompt to avail themselves of this advantage. 

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend 
the bill by adding the following as an additional 
section : 

Be U furlher ena-eUdt That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, no public land shall be exposed to sale by 
proclamation of the President, unless the same shall have 
been surveyed, and the return of such surrey duly filed in 
the Land Office, for ten years or more before such sale. 

The force and effect of this amendment would 
be to give the preemptors ten years the start 
of the speculators and land monopolists. That 
is to say : with the addition or Mr. Grow's 
amendment to the existing laws and regulations 
touching the Public Lands, they would be open 
to preemption ten years before they could come 
within the grasp of the speculator, thus giving 
the poor, industrious settler ample time to 
** clear up ^ his farm and pay for it from the pro- 
ceeds of the soil. This was just what the South 
and the Democracy did not want, as the sequel 
will show. 

The opponents of the bill forthwith resorted 
to parliamentary tactics to avoid a direct issue 
upon Mr. Growls proposition. 

Their first movement was a motion to refer 
the bill and amendment to the Committee of the 
Whole, familiarly and aptly styled " the tomb of 
the Gapulets." If that reference had been ca> 



ried, the bill never would have been reached, 
and would never have been heard of afterward. 
The vote upon the motion to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole, was as follows— 
the Democrats in Roman, the Republicans in 
ItalieSj and the Southern Americans in small 

CAPITALS : 

TdAM. 

MkiKE.'^Wood^t. 

OoNiiacTicuT. — Arnold, Bishop— 3. 

Nkw-York.— J9tf7rou0rA«, Maclay, Russell, Taylor— 4. 

Nkw-Jbrsbt. — Worteudylce— 1. 

Pbnmstltaiiia. — Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Montgomery, 
MorrU, Ritchie, Whfte-7. 

Maktlaho. — Uiaais, Rioaud— 2. 

YmaiNiA. — Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Faulkner, Oar- 
nett, Millson, Powell— 7. 

North Carolina.— Craige, Ruffio, Scales, Wlnslow— 4. 

South Cakoura. — Boyce, Branch, Keitt, McQueen, 
Miles-6. 

OsOROiA.— Crawford, Gartrell, Jackson, Seward, Ste- 
phens, Trippr, Wright— 7. 

Florida.- Hawkins— 1. 

Alabama. — Curry, Houston, Moore, Shorter— 4. 

Mississippi.— Barksdale, Davis, McRae— 8. 

LocisiAMA.— KosTM, Saodidgc, Taylor — 8. 

TxxAS.— Bryan, Reagan— 2. 

Tbrmbssbr.— Atkins, Jones, Matnaro, Rkaot, Sarage, 
Watkins, Zolliooppbr— 7. ' 

Kbrtuckt.— Burnett, Jewett, BIarbhall, Peyton, Ste- 
venson, Talbott, Urdbrwood— 7. 

MisaoDRi.— Amdbrsor, Caruthers, John B. Clark, James 
Crnig, Phelps, Woodson— 6. 

Ohio.— Bums, Cockerill, Groesbeck, HarUu^ Law- 
rence, Hfichole, Pendleton, Taliandigham— 8. 

IHDIANA.— Davis, Englidh, Gregg, Hughes, Niblack— 6. 

Illinois. — ^Marshall, Morris, Simw, Smith— 4. 

Total, 90. 

MAVa 

}Akm%.— Foster^ Oilman, Morse, I, Wcuhbum^^ 

HKW-HkUFsaiBtt.'—Oraffin, Tappcm^i. 

Ymuovtr. —Morrill, Royoe, muton—S. 

MAsaACHUSBTTS.— ihf^n^on, Rurlinffame, Chaffee, Co- 
mins, DatoM, ffall, Knapp, Thayer— %. 

Khoob Island. — Brayton, J>ur/ee—% 

CoHinwmovT.—ClarK, Dean— 'J. 

Ji9W'YoRm.— Andrews, Clark, John Cochrane, Dodd^ 
Fenton, Granffer, Hatch, Hoard, KeUey, Matteeon, 
Morgan, Morse, Murray, OHn, Palmer, Parker, Spin- 
ner, Thompson — 18. 

Nrw*Jbr8bt. — Clawson, Huyler— 2. 

Pbnkstlvania.— CofOi'e, Edie, Florence, &«\>«0, Jones, 
Keim, Leidy, Furtfiance, l^ewart—^. 

Maryland.— Bowie, Stewart— 2. 

YiROiNiA.— Goode, Hopkins— 2 

North Carolina.— Gilmkr, Vancb— 2. 

Alabama.— Cobb, Dowdell, Stallworth— 8. 

Mississippi. —Singleton— 1. 

Omo.— Bingham, Bliss, Giddings, Hall, LeHer, 
MoU, Shermans Stanton, Tomptms, Wade— 11, 

Indiana.— C%>{/%i9, Foley, Kilgore^ FetHt, Wilson 
— 6. 

lujsoi%,—Famsv)orth^KeUogg,Lot^oy^ WasMmmSt 

Missouri.— ^Za^r—1. 

UicaiQxs.—JIoiDard, Leach, WaXbridge, Waldron 

Wtaoomn. —Potter, Washburn— 2. 

Iowa. — Curtis^ Davis— i, 

Calipornia.— Scott— 1. 

Minnbsota.— Cavanaugh, Phelps— 2. Total, 92. 

The motion to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole having thus failed, the House 
was brought to a direct vote upon Mr. Grow'a 
amendment, which was adopted bj the follow- 
ing votes : 

TBAS. 

Maihil— jFV>«f^, Oilman^ Morse, Washburn, Wood 
—6. 

NBW-HAMPtBiRB.— ^o^ft, Pits, Toppon—^ 

YnMOST.— Morrill, Boyoe, Walton— K 

V.Asax(mv8rm.—Bufflnton, BurUngams, Chafffee, 
Oomins, Davis, Dawes, Gooeh, Mall, Knapp, Thayer 

Rhodb Is knn.— Brayton, Dwrfe^—^. 
CoNNBOTicuT. — Dean—1. 

Nbw-York.— ^fMfr«tM, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark. 
John Cochrane, Dodd, Fenton, Granger, Hoard, Kel- 
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•ay, Maits60f^ Morgan, JfbrM, Murray^ OUn. Pal' 
flMT, Parker^ Sherman^ Spinner , Thompwn—iQ. 

Nkw-Jbbsbt.— iS^frifM—l. 

ParasTLVAHii.— Chapman, Oovode, JSdie, FloreDce, 
49row, JCeim^ MorrU, Phillip*, Purvianee, BUcMe, 
Stewart^lL 

Mabtlimo.— Stewart— 1. 

TmHUBBK.— AtkioB, Avery, Jones, Sarafe— i. 

Kkxtuckt.— Jewett. Stevenson, Talbott— 8. 

0aiQ—.Binffhafn.JSli98t CoekerHhOiddingtf Marian^ 
Morton, Lawrence, Leiter, Miller, MoU, Sherman, Stan- 
ton, Tbmpkins, Wads—l'L 

Ixmknx.—Oo^aK, KUgore. PeOit, Wilson— I, 

lLU]»ois.—Parn»toorth, KMogg, Loe^y, WoM^wme 

}AiCBiQAX.—novDard, Leaeh^ Walbridge^ Waldron 

WtBOOvnv.'-BilUnghurgt, Potter, WaM>wn^-9, 
MiXHSBOTA.— Gavanaugh, Pbelpe— 2. 
Iowa.— CW^ Davis-^i, 
Miasouu.— ^toir— 1. Total, 9& 

HATS. 

OovraoncuT. — Arnold — I. 

Naw-ToiK.— Russell, Searing, Tajlor— S. 

Naw-Jusar. — Uuyler, Wortendyke — ^2. 

PsNH8TLVAiri4.— Ahl, DewaTt, Leidy, Montgomery— 4. 

Dblawarb. — Whiteley— 1. 

Maktlamo. — ^Bowie — 1. 

ViROiMiA.— Bocock, Caskle, Edmandson, Oamett, 
Goode, UoplciDs, Millson, Powell — 8. 

NoaTH Cabouva.— Branch, Craige, Gilhks, Ruffin, 
Scales, Shaw, Vahcb, Winslow— S. 

Sooth Cakolima. — Bonham, Boyce, McQueen, Miles— 4. 

GBoaoiA.— <}rawford, Gartreil, Jackson, Seward, 
Stephens, Tbippi, Wright— 7. 

Flobida.— Hawkins— ] . 

Alabama.— Cobb, Curry, Dowdell, Houston, Moore, 
Shorter, Stallworth- 7. 

Mississippi. — Davis, McRae, Sin^^eton— B, 

Louisiana.— EotfTis, Sandldge— C 

Tbxa 9.— Reagan — 1. 

Tknhbssbic- Mathabd, Rbadt, Smith, Watklns, Zolu> 

CX>FFKB— 6. 

Kbmtuckt. — Burnett, Elliott, Umdbbwood— 8. 
Ohio.— Burns, Cox, Hail, Pendleton, Vallandigham— 5- 
Inpiama.— Davis, Foley, Gregg, Hughes— 4. 
Illinois.- Hodges, Marshall, Shaw, Smith— 4. 
MiBSoniu.— ABDBBttOH, Carutbcrs, Clark, Craig, Phelps, 
WOODSOH— 6. 

Caufobmu.— Scottr— 1. Total, 81. 

Upon the adoption of Mr. 6row*8 amendment^ 
the Keptfbiican vote, as will be seen, was unani- 
mously in the affirmative. Of the votes from 
the Slave States, all but nine were in the nega- 
tive, and, as we shall presently see, there was 
only one of that number who was really in iavor 
of it, this one being Mr. Blair, Republican, of 
Missouri. 

Mr. Grow*s amendment being incorporated 
into the bill, the next question was upon the 
passage of the bill, which was defeated by the 
following vote : 

TBAS. 

MAnfM.-^Ibeter, Morse, Washburn, Wood— A. 
Nbw-Hampbhibm.— cV*a^n, Pike, Tapoai^—%, 
YKMiom.—MorriU, Jioyoe, Walton— 8. 
Mabsachubbtts.— iftfj^toft, MurUnffoms, Chaffee, 
Oomins, J>avis, Dawes, Oooeh, Ball, JCnapp, Thayer 

^■^a\l» 

Rbodb l8x.kjn>.—Srayton, Dwrfee—^ 

CoMSfKriovr.— Clark, J)ean—:6. 

VKW'YiyBK.—Andrews, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark, 
J. B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Dodd, FetUon, Gran* 
ger. Hatch, Hoard, JiTelsey, Matteson. Morgan, Morse, 
Murray, OUn, Palmer, Parker, Spinner^ Thompeon 

Nbw-Jbbsbt.— CZa«o«oft, RobMn»—%. 

Pknmstlvamia.— OHKKfe. JHek, Edie, Grow, Ketm, 
Morris, Purvianee, Bitchie, Stewart-^, 

Mabtlamd.— Davis — 1. 

Ohio.— Bingham, BUss, Cox, Oiddings, Hall, Marlon, 
Morton, Letter, Miller, MoU, Sherman, Stanton, J^mp- 

UiCHiQAJX.—Moward, Leaoh, WaOtHdge, Waldron 
—4. 

Ikdiaka.— <Jp(Am»i Kilgore, Pettit, WUson--^ 



luAVom^-'Famsworth, KeOogg, Lo9^oy, Morris^ 
WasMmme—b. 
WisooBsiB.- Potter, WasKbumr-^, 
low K.—Curtis, Davis— i. 
MiHBBBOTA.— Cavanangli, Phelps— S. 
MissouaL— .Bfatr— 1. Total— 01. 

VATS. 

CoNnonovT.— Arnold— 1. 

Nbw-Yobk.— Coming, Russell, Searing, Taylor— 4. 

N bw-Jbbsbt. — ^Huyler.— 1. 

pKXNSTLVAViA.— Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Florence 
Jones, Leldy, Montgomery, Phillips, White— 9. 

Dblawabb.— Whiteley— 1. 

Mabtlabo. — ^Bowie, Ricaud, Stewart— 8. 

ViBOiNiA. — Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Gamett, 
Goode, Hopkins, Millson, Powell— 8. 

NoBTH Cabolima.— Craige, Giuikb, Ruffin, Scales, 
Shaw, Vahcb, Winslow— 7. 

South Cabolina. — ^Bonham, Boyce, McQueen— 8. 

GtOBOiA. — Crawford, Gartrel, Jackson, StephenB, 
TaiPPB, Wright— •. 

Plobiba.— Hawkins— 1. 

Alabama.— Cobb, Dowdell, Houston, Moore, Shorter. 
Stallworth- 6. 

Mississipn.— Barksdale. Davis, McRae, Singleton— 4 

LouisiAHA.- Sandldge, Taylor— 2. 

Tkxas.— Bryan, Reagan— i. 

Abkaksas.— Greenwood— 1. 

Tbmhbsbbb— Atkins, Avery, Jones, Matkabo, Rbadt, 
Savage, Smith, Watklns, Zolucopfbb— 9. 

Kkhtuckt.— Burnett, Clay, Eiliott, Jewett, Mabshall, 
Mason, Peyton, Stevenson, Talbott, Unobbwooo— lUi 

Ohio. — Burns, Cockerlll, Groesbeck, Pendleton, Talp 
landigham— 5. 

Imdiama.— Davis, Foley, Gregg, Hughes— 4. 

Illibois— Marshall, Shaw— 2. 

MissouBi.— Amokbsoh, Caruthers, Clark, Craig, Phelps, 
WooDSOB. Total— 95. 

The defeat of the bill, in consequence of the 
incorporation into it of Mr. Growls amend- 
ment, shows that a majority of the House was 
really opposed to that amendment, although i( 
had been adopted by a vote of 98 to 81. Cer- 
tain members, who did not dare to vote directly 
against the amendment, joined in killing it 
afterward, by killing the bill, of which it had 
been made a part by their own votes. 

Thus Messrs. Stewart, of Maryland, Atkins, 
Avery, Jones and Savage, of Tennessee, and 
Jewett, Stephenson, and Talbot, of Kentucky, 
who had voted for the amendment, voted after 
ward against the bill. Only one, Mr. Blair, of 
the nine Southern supporters of the amend- 
ment, proved true to it in the end, and no other 
Southern member came to its support in the 
final vote, saving only Mr. Davis, of Maryland, 
who represents the free-labor interest of the 
city of Baltimore, rather than the interest of 
the slaveholding and landed aristocracy of the 
planting States. 

Afterward, on the same day, when these 
votes upon Mr. Grow's amendment were given, 
the representatives from Minnesota, both of 
them members of the Democratic party, de- 
livered speeches, in which they made no secret 
of their chagrin that a measure so vital to their 
constituency encountered the nearly unanimous 
opposition of their political friends. Mr. Gava- 
naugh, one of the members from Minnesota 
{Globe, p. 605), said : 

•With reference to the vote on this bill to-day, with an 
overwiielmiug m^}ority of this side of the House voting 
against my colleague and myself, voting against this bil(, 
I say it frankly, I say it in sorrow, that it was to the Re- 
publican side of the Uouse to whom we were compelled to 
look for support of this Just and honorable measure. 
Gentlemen from the South, gentlemen who have broad 
acres and wide plantations, aided here to-day by their 
votes more to make Republican States in the MorUi than 
by any vote which has been cast within the last two 
years. These geutiemeu come here and ask us to support 
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the South ; yet they, to a man almoet, rote against the 
free, independent labor of the North and West. 

I. sir, have inherited my Democracy ; have been at- 
tached to the Democratic party from my boyhood ; liave 
believed In the great trutlis as enunciated by the ** fa> 
thers of the faith,'* and have cherished them religiously, 
knowing that, by their faithful' application to every 
department of this Government, this nation has grown 
up from struggling colonies to prosperous, powerful, and 
sovereign States. But, sir, when I see Soutliern gentle- 
men come up, as I did to-day, and refuse, by their votes, 
to aid my constituents, refuse to place the actual tiller of 
the soil, the honest, industrious laborer, beyond the grasp 
and avarice of the speculator, I tell you, sir, I falter and 
I hesitate. 

The amendment of Mr. Grow, forbidding the 
public sales of lands for at least ten years after 
their surrey, would secure the great bulk of the 
lands to preemptors, and would give them a 
long pay-day, and thus save them from the 
' enormous usury they are now compelled to pay 
to money-lenders. It would not reduce the 
revenue derived by the Treasury from the 
public lands, but would only postpone it, and 
this postponement would be far less prejudicial 
%o the Government than it would be beneficial 
to the settler. The Government can borrow 
money at four and a half per cent, per annum, 
while the settler frequently pays five per cent, 
per month for the money to enter his lands, to 
prevent their sale at public auction. 

On the first of February, the question of the 
Public Lands was again before the House, the 
pending bill (House bill No. 12) being a bill to 
secure Homesteads to actual settlers, and being 
in the words following : 

A BILL TO SECCTRB HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SET- 
TLERS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

§ 1. Bs it enacted by the Senate and ffotise of Re- 
presentaUves of the UiUted States of America in Con- 
greae aesemblm^ That any person wiio is the head of a 
family, or who has arrived at the age of twenty-one 
yewrs, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall 
have filed liis intention to become such, as required by the 
naturalisation laws of the United States, shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free of 
cost, one quarter-section of vacant and unappropriated 
public lands which may, at the time the application is 
made, be subject to private entry, at $1 25 per acre, or a 
quantity equal thereto, to be located In a body, in con- 
formity with the legal subdivisions of publio lands, and 
after the same shall have been surveyed. 

S 2. And be it further enacted. That the person ap- 
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to 
the register of the land office in which he or she is about 
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said regis- 
ter that he or she is the head of a family, or is twenty-one 
years or more of age, and that such application is made 
for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and tliose spe- 
cially mentioned in this act, and not either directly or 
indirectly for the use or benefit of any other person or 
persons whomsoever ; and upon making the affidavit as 
above required, and filing the affidavit with the register, 
he or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter the 
quantity of land already specified : Provided, however. 
That no certificate shall be given or patent issued therefor 
until the expiration of five years from the date of such 
entry ; and if, at the expiration of such time, or at any 
time tiiereafter, the person making such entry, or, if he 
be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his heirs or 
devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry, her 
heirs or devisee, in case of her death, shall prove by 
two creditable witnesses that he, she, or they, have con- 
tinued to reside upon and cultivate such land, and still 
reside upon the same, and have not alienated the same, 
or any part thereof, then, in such case, he, she, or they, if 
at that time a ciiiien of the United States, shall, on pay- 
ment of ten dollars, be entitled to a patent, as in other 
oases provided by for law : And provided, further, In 
oase of the death of both father and mother, leaving an in- 
fant child or children under tweaty-one years of age, the 
right and the fee shall inure to the benefit of said infant 
ciilld or children, and the executor, administrator or 
guardian may, at any time within two years after the 



death of the surviving parent, and )n accordance with the 
laws of liie State in which such children for the time being 
have their domicil, sell said land for the benefit of said 
infants, but for no other purpose ; and the purchaser 
siiall acquire tlie absolute title by the purchase, and be 
entitled to a patent from the United States. 

§ 8. And be it fttrther enacted, That the register of 
the land office shall note aU such applicaUons on the 
tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of 
aU such entries, and make a return thereof to the General 
Land Office, together with tiie proof upon which they 
have been founded. 

1 4. And be it further enacted. That all lands ac- 
quired under the provisions of this act shall in no event 
l>ecome liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts con- 
tracted prior to the issuing the patent therefor. 

$ 5. And be it further enacted. That if, at any time af- 
ter the filing the affidavit, as requred in the second sec- 
tion of this act, and before the expiration of the five years 
aforesidd, it shaJl be proven, after doe notice to the settler, 
to the satJIsfaction of the register of the liuid office, that 
the person having filed such affidavit shall have actaally 
changed his or her residence, or abandoned the said eatry 
for more than six months at any time, then, and in that 
event, the land so entered shall revert back to the 
Government, and be disposed of as other public lands are 
now by law, subject to an appeal to the General Land 
Office. 

$ 6. And be it farmer enacted. That no Individual 
shall be permitted to make more than cme entry under 
the provisions of thb act ; and that the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office Is hereby reqidred to prepare 
and issue such rules and regulations, consistent with this 
act, as shall be necessary and proper to cariy its provi- 
sions into elfeot; and that the registers and receivers of 
the several land offices, shall be entitled to receive the 
same compensation for any lands entered under the pro- 
visions of this act that they are now entitled to receive 
when the same quantity of land is entered with money, 
one-half to be paid by the person making the application, 
at the time so doing, and the other half on the teue of the 
certificate by the person to whom it may be Issued : 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be se construed 
as to impair or interfere in any manner whatever wiUi 
existing preemption rights. 

The previous question having been ordered, 
the House was brought to a direct TOte upor 
this bill, without debate. 

A motion to lay the bill on the table was los 
— ^Yeas, 77 ; Nays, 118 ; and the biU was thcL 
passed — Yeas, 120 ; Nays, 76. 

As these two Totes were substantially the 
same, we only give the last one, which was 
upon the passage of the bill, and which was as 
follows : 

TEAS. 

MAtSK.—Abbctt, Fceter, Oilman, Morse, WaeKbmrn 
—6. 

Nbw-Hampsbirb. — Oraffin, Pike, Tappan—B. 

y KituoKt. ■— Morrill, Royce, Walton—^. 

ykikmkCBJnKns.--Bufl^tUon, RurHngame, Oha£ke^ 
Oomine, Jkwia^Iknoee, Oooch,HaU, Knapp, Thayer 
—10. 

Rho~)b Islahd. — RrayU>n,I>urfie—^. 

OoNMBGTictrr. — Bbhop, Clark, Dean—^ 

Nbw-Yobk.— ^n<2reM«, Banr, Burroughs, C. B. Coch- 
rane, John Cochrane, Coming, Dodd, Fenton, Goodwhk^ 
Granger, Haskin, Hatch, Hoard, Jtelsey, Maclay, Mat- 
teaon, Morgan, Morse, Murray, OUn, Palmer, Parker, 
pottle, SuseeU, Spinner, Taylor, Ward— 27. 

Nbw-Jbbsbt.— Adrian, Clawson,Robbins,WvtUu/fyk9 

FsanxtYLXAmA.—Covode, JHck, Florence, Grew, Hlck- 
vae,n,KeMn,Morris, Phillips, Purviance, Reilfy, Roberts^ 
Stewart, Kunkel^lB. 

Tbmnessbb.— Jones — ^1. . 

Kbmtuckt. — Jewett— 1. ' 

Qmsi,^Binghain, Bliss, Bams, OockerOl, Cox, Old* 
dings, Groesbeck, Hall, Harlan, Horton, Lawrence, 
Letter^ Bfiller, Pendleton, Shertnan, Stanton, Tomp- 
kihs, YaUandigham, Wade— 19. 

Inmasta. — Case, Coif am, Davis, Foley, Gregg, Kilgere, 
Pettit, Wilsonr^, 

iLLivms. — Pamsworth, Hodges, KeUogg, Love^oy^ 
Morris, Smith, WasMmme—1. 

MiCHiGAit. — Howard, Leach, Walbridge, Waldron-^ 

yfiaoovsiJit.-^BilUnghurst, Potter, Was^ibum-*^ 

Minnesota. — Cavanaugh, Phelps — 2. 

Iowa — Curtis, Davis-^i. 
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MiBSOUHL — CSraig — ^1 . 

Galifobkia.— McKibbin, Scott— 2. Total, 120. 

HAT8. 

pENNSTLVAHii.— Leidy— 1. 
Delaware. — ^Whiteley—l. 

Mahylami>.— Bowie, Davis, Habbis, KuBkel, Bicaud, 
Stewart— «. 
Virginia. — ^Bocock, Caskle, Edmtmdson, Fa.iilkner, Gar- 
^_ nett, Goode, Hopkins, Jenluns, Letcher, Millson, Smith 

North Caroliha. — Branch, Graige, Giliub, Ruffin, 
Scales, Shaw, Vance, Winslow-'-S. 

South Garolina. — Bonhun, Bojce, Keltt, McQueen, 
Miles — 5. 

Georgia. — Crawford, Gartrell, Hill, Jackson, Seward, 
Stephens, Trippb, Wright— 8, 

Alabama. — Gobb, Guny, Dowdell, Hom^n, Moore, 
Shorter, Stallworth — 7. 

MississippL— ^Barksdale, Lamar, McRae, Singleton— 4. 

Louisiana. — ^Eustis — ^1. 

Texas. — Reagan— 1. 

Arkansas. — Greenwood— 1. 

Tennessee. — Atkins, Aveiy, Matnabd, Rbadt, Smith, 
Watkins, Wright, Zollicoffbr— 8. 

Kentuckt. — ^Burnett, Mabshall, Mason, Peyton,UNi>EB- 

WOOD— 6. 

Ohio. — mehoU—l. 

Indiana.— English, Hughes, Niblack— 8. 

Illinois. — Marshall, Shaw — ^2. 

MissouRL — ^Anoebson, Glark, Woocfios— 8. Total, 7ft. 

Only three Southern members — Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Jewett of Kentucky, and Craig of Mis- 
souri — voted for the bill, thereby marking un- 
mistakably the sectional character of the oppo- 
sition to it. 

The Republican vote, with a solitary excep- 
tion, was given solid for the bill. Of the 
Northern members connected with the Demo- 
cratic party, twenty-nine voted for the bill and 
six voted against it. Thus, of the entire Demo- 
cratic party in the House, a large majority was' 
against the bill, but even this is less important 
than the other fact, that the Southern wing of 
/he vote was almost unanimously against, it 
being this Southern wing which controls in the 
party councils, and which, when out-voted in 
the House, has other departments of the Gov- 
ernment, the Senate and the President, with 
which it is more powerful, and by means of 
which it has so far rarely failed to defeat mea- 
sures, however popular and beneficial, which it 
dislikes. 

The Homestead bill had now passed the House 
by a decisive majority, but it had yet to encoun- 
ter the more dangerous ordeal of the Senate, in 
which the Democratic majority was larger, and 
in which the representation of the slaveholding 
States is proportionably greater. 

No direct vote upon the measure was, in fact, 
reached in the Senate, because the Southern 
managers would not permit it. 

There are two ways of killing off obnoxious 
measures. One is, to act upon them and vote 
them down. Another is, to overslaugh them 
whenever they are proposed, by proceeding to 
consider some other business. This latter me- 
thod is invariably resorted to, where a measure, 
obnoxious to a majority of the Senate, is sup- 
posed to be acceptable to the people. And it 
was precisely by this method, and for that rea- 
son, that the Homestead bill was run over, 
shoved aside, evaded, and left unacted upon, by 
the Senate during its late session. The regular 
appropriation bills and the bill for the purchase 
of Cuba were being pressed upon the time of 
the Senate during the last days of the session, 



both of them commanding the support of the 
majority of that body. 

On the 17 th day of February, Mr. Wade, of 
Ohio, (Con. Globe^ page 1074,) moved to post- 
pone all prior orders and take up the Homestead 
bill, which had passed the House. The follow- 
ing extracts from the debate upon this motion 
will exhibit the points made : 

Mr. Wade.— The Homestead bill, to which I am a good 
deal attached, has, I believe, twice passed the House and 
come to this body, but somehow it has had the go-by, and 
we have never had a direct vote upon it here that I know 
of. I do not propose to discuss it for a single moment, and 
I hope none of its friends will debate it, because it has 
been pending before Gongress for several years, and I.pre- 
sume every senator is perfectly well acquainted with all 
its provisions, and has made up his mind as to the course 
he will pursue in regard to it. I have no hope that any- 
thing I could say would win an opponent ot the bill to its 
support; and I hope every friend of the measure will taker 
no time in debate, but will try to get a vote upon it, for I 
think it is the great measure of the session. All I want, 
all I ask, is to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. Keid, of North GaroUna.~I think it is too late in the 
session now to take up this bill to be acted upon here, at 
least until we act upon other great measures upon which 
there is more unanimity of sentiment in the country, and. 
a higher sense of duty upon us to pass them during the 
few days of the session that remain. 

Mr. Hunter, of Yhrghiia.— I believe that a fortnight from 
to>day will take us to the 8d of March. Now, it is known 
that we have nearly all the important appropriation bUls, 
and one that is unfinished, to take up. I hope there will 
be no effort to press this Homestead bill, so as to displace 
the appropriation bills. I must appeal to the Senate to 
consider how little of the sessioims now left to us, and 
whether we ought not to take up the appropriation bill and 
dispose of it. 

Mr. Shields, of Bflnnesota.— The friends of this bUl de- 
sire nothing but a vote upon it, not to waste time in de- 
bate. Let us take it up, and have a fair vote upon it. 

Mr. Hunter — ^I do not conceal the fact that I am very 
much opposed to it ; but I suppose whenever this bill 
comes up, it must be the subject of debate. 

Mr. Wilson, of Massaciiusetts.— I appreciate the anxiety 
of the senator from Virginia to take up the appropriation 
bill ; but I would suggest to that senator that be allow us 
to take up this bill, and have a vote upon it. I do not 
suppose that anybody, who Is In favor of the measure, de- 
sires to consume the time of the Senate, at this stage of 
the session, by discussing it. It has been discussed before 
the nation. It is well understood. I believe it is sus- 
tidned by an overwhelnming majority of the people of the 
country. 

Mr. Wade. — ^I have no doubt, from the business before 
us, that this is the last opportuiiity we shall have to act 
upion this great measure, I hope, as I said before, that 
every friend of it will stand by it until It is either triumph- 
ant or defeated, and that, too, in preference to any other 
business that may be urged upon us. As to the appropria- 
tion bills, I have not the least fear but that they will go 
through. Their gravitation carries them through. 

The question was then taken, and Mr. Waders 
motion was carried by the following vote, the 
Republicans being indicated by italics : 

Teas -Messrs. Br^ht, Broderick, (Mandler. Oottamer^ 
ZHoDon^ DooliUUf I^enden, Foot^ Foster^ Owln, JTafe, 
ffamlin^ Harlan^ Johnson, of Tennessee, King^ P^gN 
Rice, 8&ward^ Shields, Simmone^ Smith, Stuart, TVum- 
frwM, Wade^ and TRfoon— 26. 

Nats — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bei^amiu, Blgler, Brown, 
Chestnut, Glay, Gllngman, Davis, Fitch, Fltzpatrick, Green, 
Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
field, SUdeU, Toombs, and Ward— 28. 

Upon an examination of this vote, it will be 
seen that the Republicans voted unanimously 
in the affirmative, and that the Slave State Sen- 
ators were all in the negative, with the soli- 
tary exception of Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee. 
Of the Free State Democrats, Gwin, Bright, 
Pagh, Rice, Shields, Smith, and Stuart, all be- 
ing from the new States, voted for Mr. Waders 
motion. 
I The Homestead bill was now up, and, so far 
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as its friends were concerned, nothing was 
asked but a vote, which would not have con- 
sumed ten minutes. But a vote was precisely 
what the Southern managers were determined 
to avoid. 

Instantly, therefore, upon the announcement 
of the success of Mr. Waders motion, which 
brought the bill before the Senate, Mr. Hunter 
took the floor, and moved that it be set aside, 
so as to take up another bill, viz. : the Diplo- 
matic and Consular Appropriation bill. 

No question of order was raised upon this 
motion of Mr. Hunter, but it was well charac- 
terized as " cfiilcTit play^^^ to move to set aside 
a bill, instantly after a vote to take it up. 

Pending some conversational debate upon 
Mr. Hunter*s motion, the hour of twelve o'clock 
arrived, and the Vice-President decided that 
the Cuba bill, having been assigned for that 
hour, was the subject pending before the Senate. 

Hereupon, Mr. Wade moved to postpone the 
twelve o^clock order, and continue the consi- 
deration of the Homestead bill, and this motion 
prevailed by the following vote : 

Tbas— Messrs. Bell, Bright, Broderick, Chandler^ 
Clark^ CoUamefj Diion, ^oUUle, Douglas, Durkee* 
i'688end€n>f I'ooty Foster^ Hals, Hamlin^ JfarUmi 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kirig^ Pugh, Rice, Seward. Simr 
monSf Smith, Stuart, TrumMiMt Wads^ and WUwn 
— 2T. 

Nats— Messrs. Allen, Bates, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatriclc, Green, Gwin, 
Hammond, Hunter, Iversons, Johnson, of Arkansas, 
Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Toombs, Ward, and Yulee— 26. 

On this vote, an additional Southern Senator, 
Mr. Bell, of Tennessee, ranged himself on the 
side of Homesteads. But this was offset by 
the ratting back to the negative side of Mr. 
Gwin. 

The Homestead bill was now again before 
the Senate, but the question, as stated by the 
Vice-President, was still upon Mr. Hunter*s 
motion to set it aside, and take up the Consular 
and Diplomatic Appropriation bill. 

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, threatened an " ex- 
tended debate^ upon the Homestead bill, if its 
consideration were insisted upon. He declared, 
at any rate, for himself that he intended to **^o 
into it pretty largely^ because he had not yet 
known a bill so fraught with mischiefs andmis' 
chief of the most demoralizing kindJ* 

Mr. Wade and Mr. Seward, in brief and ener- 
getic terms, exhorted the friends of the bill to 
stand firm. 

The vote was then taken upon Mr. Hunter*s 
motion, and resulted as follows : 

Tbas.— Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Brown, Clay, Clingman, Daris, Fitch, Fitspatrick, Green, 
Gwin, Hammond, Hunter, iTerson, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, 
Slidell, Toombs, Ward, and Yulee— 28. 

Nats.— Messrs, Bell, Bright, Broderick, CfhandUr^ 
Clarkf OoUamerf JHooon^ J>oolittl6, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fsesendenf Foot^ Foster^ HaU^ Bdrnlin, Harla/n^ 
Houston, Johnson of Tennessee, Kififft Pugh, Rice, 
JSewardi Simmons. Smith, Stuart, T^wMtU Wade, and 
}VUson-2&. 

The vote being a tie, the Vice-President, Mr- 
Breckinridge, voted in the affirmative, and thus* 
after a long struggle, the Homestead bill was, 
for that day, overslaughed. 

Of the twenty-eight votes for overslaughing 
it, all but five are from the South, and one of 



these five, Mr. Gwin, is only a temporary resi- 
dent of a Free State. 

Of the twenty-eight votes in favor of sustain- 
ing the bill, only three are from the South, and 
only one of the three (Johnson of Tennessee,) 
is a Democrat. 

Two days afterward, on the 19th of February, 
Mr. Wade again moved to set aside all prior 
orders and take up the Homestead bill ; but this 
motion was Aegatived by the following vote : 

Ykas.— Messrs. Broderick, Cha/ndleTy Clark, Oollamert 
Dimon^ J>ooUttle, Durkee^ Feesenden^ Foot^ Hale 
HcmUn^ ITarlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Ki/iig^ 
Pugh, Rice, Seward, Shields, Simmons^ Stuart, Tn^n- 
bitU, Wade^sMd WUson—U, 

Nats. — Messrs. Ailen, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Davis, Fitch,' Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Polk, Reid, Sebastiad, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and 
Yulee— 81. 

Upon these two days, the I7thand 19th of 
February, the question was made between the 
consideration of the Homestead bill and the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills, the neces- 
sity of passing which last bills did not fail to be 
insisted upon by the Democratic managers. At 
a subsequent stage of the session, as will be 
presently seen, the question was made between 
considering the Homestead bill and considering 
the Cuba bill. . 

Upon the 25th day of February, upon the oc- 
casion of a motion by Mr. Slidell to postpone 
all prior orders and take up the bill for the pur- 
chase of Cuba, Mr. Doolittle resisted it, and 
called upon the friends of Homesteads to vote 
it down, so that he himself might submit a mo- 
tion to take up the Homestead bill. Mr. Doo- 
Ihtle said : 

I think it would be better to take up this question of 
the Homestead bill and vote upon it, and then the Cuba 
bill will come up. I ask the friends of the Homestead 
bill now to stand by it and give it the preference. 

The vote was then taken, and the motion to 
take up the Cuba bill prevailed, as follows : 

Yras— Messi-s. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler^ 
Brown, Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitz- 
patrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Jones, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, 
Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Smith, Stuart, Toombs, 
Ward, Wright, and Yulee-85. 

Nays— Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Colk^mer. JHaoon, DoolitUe, Douglas, J>urkee^ Fessenf 
den. Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harkm, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, 
Trwnbttli, Wade, and Wii80n^%L 

The Cuba bill was now up, and the discussion 
upon it protracted the session late into the 
night, and almost into the next morning. It 
was distinctly seen during the progress of this 
discussion that it would be without practical re- 
sult, and that no vote could be reached before 
the final adjournment of Congress. 

Accordingly, at ten o^clock in the evening, 
Mr. Doolittle felt it to be his dutv to renew the 
attempt to set aside the Cuba bill, the subject- 
matter of a manifestly idle debate, so as to take 
up the Homestead bill. His motion to that efiect, 
and the commencement of the debate upon it, 
will be found on page 1351 of the Congres- 
sional Globe. Such extracts are made as will 
exhibit its general character : 

Mr. TrumbuU. — If there was any assurance that the 
Homestead bill could be taken up, after the Cuba ques- 
tion was disposed of, I should be willing to see it have 
the go-by on the present occasion ; but we have sought 
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repeatedly to bring tip the Homestead Un, and ereiy 
movement that has been made to bring it up has been 
vet with a counter movement, crowding it out of the 

way with something elae If the senator flmm 

Virginia will giro us an assurance that we shall have a 
chance to bring up the Homestead bill, and keep it be- 
fore the Senate until we can get a vote upon It, after the 
Cuba bill is through, and that he will not Interpose an 
appropriation bill, 1 would Join with gentlemen in asking 
my friend from Wisconsin to withdraw the motion he has 
made. 

Mr. Hunter. — I certainly wIH prest the appropriation 
bills. I will give no promise to vote to take np the 
Homestead biUL 

Mr. TrumbulL— That Is as I expected. We now have 
notice that we are to be met with an appropriation bill 
the moment that the Cuba question Is dispoeed of, and 
here we are wasting our time at this stage of the SMsion 
In making long q;>eeches, and debating about the acquisi- 
tion of a country tiiat does not belong to us, instead of 
providing for the setUement of the country which we own. 
There can be no hope of getting up the Homestead bill as 
against an appropriation bill. 

Mr. Seward. — After nine hours yielding to the discussion 
of the Cuba question, it is time to come back to the great 
question of the di^ and the age. The Senate may as well 
meet face to face the issue which Is before them. It is an 
Issue presented by the competitbn between these two 
questions. One, the Homestead bill, is a question of 
homes, of lands for the landless flreemen of the United 
States. The Cuba bill is a question of slaves for the slave- 
holders of the United States. 

Mr. Wade. — ^I am very glad that this question has at 
length come up. I am glad, too, that it has antagonised 
with this nigger question. (Laughter.) I have been try- 
ing here for nearly a month to get a straightforward vote 
upon this great measure of land for the landless. I glory 
in that measure. It is the greatest that has ever come 
before the American Senate, and it has now come so that 
there is no dodging It. The question will be, shall we give 
niggers to the mggeriess, or lands to the landless ? 

I moved some days ago to take up this subject. It was 
said then that there was an appropriation bill that stood 
in the way. The senator from Virginia had his appropri- 
ation bills. It was important, then, that they should be 
settled at once ; there was danger that they would be 
lost, and the Government would stop in consequence ; and 
the appeal was made to gentlemen to give thb bill the 
go-by for the time being, at all events, and the appeal was 
successifiiL The appropriation bills lie very easy now be- 
hind this nigger operation. (Laughter.) When you come 
to niggers for the niggerless, all other questions sink into 
insignificance. 

Mr. Doolittle^s motion to set aside the Cuba 
bill for the purpose of taking up tlie Homestead 
bill, was lost, by the following vote : 

Teas— Messrs. Broderick, OoHtMron, Clarh^ OhandUr^ 
OoUamWy DoolUUe^ Fe9»end&n^ Foot, FotUr. Hal^ 
ffamlin^ Harla/n. Johnson of Tennessee, King^ Seward^ 
JSimmons, TnimbttU^ Wad^^ and WiUon—\9. 

Nats— Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bayard, Bigler, Brown, 
Chestnut, Clay, CUngman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitcpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, 
Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Beid, Eioe, Sebastian, Shields, 
Slidell, Toombs, Ward and Wri^t.-^. 

This was the last attempt made to get up the 
Homestead bill in the Senate. It had first been 
overslaughed by the appropriation bills, and 
now by the Cuba bill, and no expectation 
remained of reaching it during the few remain- 
ing days of the session. The Republicans, who 
had endeavored to get it up in all forms and on 
all occasions without success, felt it to be their 
duty to abandon a manifestly hopeless struggle. 

From this review of the votes in the Senate 
and House, it will be seen that the two great 
national parties, the one representing the rights 
and interests of free labor, and the other repre- 
senting the pretensions of Negro Slavery, have 
come to a well-defined issue upon this great 
matter of the disposition of the Public Domain. 



In the House of Representatives, on the 6th 



of March, 1860, Mr. Lovejoy, from the Com* 
mittee on Public Lands, reported the following 
bill (previously introduced by Mr. Grow), which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

A BILL TO SECURK R0MKSTEAD8 TO ACTUAL 
SSTTLER8 ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Be it snaeUd by the SenaU and House of J?«- 
presotUaUvM qf the United SUUea of Ameriea in 
Congress assembled^ That any person who is the head 
of a family, or who has arrived at the age of twenty-one 
years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall 
have filed Us intention to become such, as required by 
the naturalisation laws of the United States, shall, from 
and after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free 
of cost, one hundred and sixty acres of unappropriated 
public lands, upon which said person may have filed a 
preSmptfen claim, or which may, at the time the applica- 
tion Is made, be subject to preemption at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents, or less, per acre ; or eighty acres of 
such unappropriated lands, at two dollars and fifty cents 
per acre ; to be located In a body, In conformity to the 
legal subdivisions of the pubOc lands, and after the same 
shall have been surveyed. 

% 3. And be it further enacted^ That the person ap- 
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to 
the register of the land office In which he or she is about 
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said register 
or receiver that he or she Is the head of a family, or is 
twenty-one years or more of age. and that such applica- 
tion Is made for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and 
those qseciaUy mentioned In this act, and not either 
directly or indlrectiy for the use or benefit of any other 
person or persons whomsoever; and upon filing the 
affidavit with the reenter or receiver, he or she shall there- 
up<m be permitted to enter the quantity of land specified : 
Frovided^ howemer^ That no certificate shall be given or 
pi^nt issued therefor until the expiration of five years 
ttom. the date of such entry ; and if, at the expiration of 
such time, or at any time within two years thereafter, the 
person making such entry— or if he be dead, his widow ; 
or in case of her death, his heirs or derisee ; or in case of 
a widow making such entry, her heirs or devisee, in case 
of her death— shall prove by two credible witnesses that 
he, she, or they have resided upon and cultivated the 
same for the term of five years immediately succeeding 
the time of fUing the affidavit aforesaid; then, in such 
case, he, she, or they. If at that time a'citisen of the 
United States, shall, on payment of ten dollars, be enti- 
Ued to a patent, as In other cases provided for by law : 
And proiided^ further. That in case of the death of both 
father and mother, leaving an Infant child, or children, 
under twenty-one years of age, the right and fee shall 
inure to the benefit of said Infant child, or children ; and 
the executor, administrator, or guardian may, at any time 
within two years after the death of the surviving parent, 
and In accordance with the laws of the State in which 
such children for the time being have their domicil, sell 
said land for the benefit of said infants, but for no other 
purpose ; and the purchaser shaU acquire the absolute 
title by the purchase, and be entitled to a patent from the 
United States, on payment of the office fees and siun of 
money herein specified. 

Sbc. 8. And oe it fwrihw enctcted. That the register 
of the land office shall note all such applications on the 
tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of 
all such entries, and make return thereof to the General 
Land Office, together with the proof upon which they 
have been founded. 

Sho. 4. And be it further enaisted. That all lands ac- 
quired under the provisions of this act shall in no event 
become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts 
contracted prior to the issuing of the patent therefor. 

Sbc. 5. And be it further enacted^ That if, at any 
time after the filing of the affidavit, as required in the 
second section of this act, and before the expiration of 
the five years aforesaid. It shall be proven, after due no 
tice to the settler, to the satisfaction of the register of the 
land office, tiiat the person having filed such affidavit 
shall have actually changed his or her residence, or 
abandoned the said entry for more than six months at 
any time, then, and in that event, the land so entered 
shall revert to the government. 

Sko 6. And be it further enacted^ That no fhdividual 
shall be permitted to make more than one entry under 
the provisions of thb act; and that the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office is hereby required to prepare 
and issue such rules and regulations, consistent with this 
act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its provlp 
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fAoDS Into effect ; and that the registers and recetren of 
the several land offices shall be entitled to receive the 
same compensation for any Innds entered ander the pro* 
visions of this act that they are now entitle<l to receive 
when the same quantity of land is entered with money, 
one-half to be paid by the pei-son making the application 
at the time of so doing, and the other half on the issue of 
the certificate, by the person to whom it may be issued : 
Provided^ That nothing contained in tliis act shall be so 
construed as to Impair or interfere In any manner what- 
ever with existing preemption rights : And provided, 
further. That all persons who may have filed their ap- 
plications for a preemption right prior to tlie passage 
of tills act shall be entitled to all privileges of this act. 

Subsequently, a motion was made by Mr. Love- 
joy, to reconsider the vote by wliich tliu bill 
had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. On Monday, March 12, Mr. Lovejoy 
called up this motion, and under the operation 
of the previous question, it was agreed to, 106 
to 67, as follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs. A d r a i n , Aidrich, Ashley, Babbiit, 
Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, Burlingame, Oampbell, Carey, 
Garter, Ctise, John Cochrane, Colfax, Gonkling, Cooper, 
Corwin, Covode, Ow, c/a«»M (7ra<0r, Curtis, John O, 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Jfidgerton, Elliot, 
Fentcrn, Ferry, JFlorence, Foster, Fovke, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, tlale. Hall, Has kin, 
Heluiick, Hoard, Holman, Howard, Hutchins, Junkin, 
Francid W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Larrohee, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Loomis, Love- 
Joy, Slada/y, Marston, Charlee D, Martin, MeCUrwMd, 
McKtan, McKniKht, MUlward, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Kdward Joy Morris, Morse, OWn, PendleUm, Perry, Por- 
ter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, 
Jameii C. Hobinson, Royce, Schwarts, tieott, Scran- 
t"D, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stout, 
t^tratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cad- 
walixier C. Washburn, Elliha B Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Weils, Windom, and Woodruff— 106 

Nats — Messrs. Grkxh Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, 
William C. AMOKa^iOM. Af>ery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Ukabson, Sraneh, Bkistow, B»rch, Burnett, Clop- 
ton, Cobb, Curry, B&uben Dams, JUe Jamette, ^^ 
mundson, English, "ETUhnijtQK, Garnett, Oarirell, GiL- 
MKH, ffardeman, J. Morrisoh UARam, Hattoh, Hili, 
I/indman, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, 
Keitt, Lamar, Landrum, Leake,Love, M aixory, Elheri 
S. Martin, Matmabd, McQueen, McBae, Mi/ss, Millson, 
Montgomery, NaLaoH, Niblack, Noell, Peyton^ Pryor, 
Pugh, Reagan, Buj^, Sickles, Simms, SingMon, 
William Smith, William N. U Smith, Stevenson, (stocks. 
Underwood, Vaxck, Wbbstu, Whitney, Woodson, and 
Wright-%1. 

Republicans in Roman ; Democrats in ItaUos ; Ameri- 
cans in 8MA1X caps; Anti-Lecompton Democrats in 
Roman spaced. 

So the motion was reconsidered, and the bill 
was before the House. Mr. Lovejoy moved that 
the bill be engrossed and read a third time. Mr. 
Branch (N. 0.) moved to lay the bill on the 
table. Lost, 62 to 112, the yeas being all from 
the South,except Mr. Montgomery, Democrat, of 
Pennsylvania, and the nays all from the North, 
except Mr. James Craig, Democrat, of Missouri. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table ; and it was read a third time and passed. 

The vote was as follows— The Republicans in 
Roman, the Administration Democrats in Italics, 
the Americans in small caps, and the Anti- 
Lecompton Democrats in Roman spaced: 

TIA8. 

MAiNB.~Foster, French, Morse, Perry, Somea, Israel 
Washburn— 6. 

Nbw-Uampshibb.— Marston, Tappan— 8. 

YaaMoHT.— -Morrill, Royoe, Walton— 8. 

MAsdACUusicTTS.- Buffinton, Dawes, Delano, Bllioti 
Oooch, Rice, Thayer, Train— 8. 

CoHNacTicnT. — Bumham, Ferry, Loomis, Woodraff— 4^ 

Rhodb-Islamd. — Christopher Robinson— 1. 

Nrw-ToRE,— ilarr, Baioos, Curter, John Cbchrans, 
Conkling, Duell, Fenton, Frank, Graham, Has kin. 
Hoard, Humphrey, Lee, Maday, MoKean, Olin, Pottle, 
Sickles, Spinner, Van Wyek, Wells— 21. 



Nsw-JaMBT.-— i d r a I n, R 1 ff ff 9, Btratton— 8. 

Pknastlvahia.- Babbitt, Campbell, Covode, Florsnes, 
Gmw, Hale, Hall, U i c k m a n, Junkin, Killenger, Mc- 
Kiiight, McPherson, Millward, E. Joy Morris, Schwarts 
Scran ton, Verre^-17. 

Ohio.— Ashley, Bingham, Blake, Carey, Corwin, Cox, 
Rdtfcrton, Gurley, Helmick, Howard, Hutchins, Charles 
J). Martin, Psndleton, * Sherman, Stanton, Tompkins, 
Trimble, VoUondigham—lS, 

MiCHio*H—Cbop«r, Francis W. Kellogg, DeWittO. 
Leach, W^aldron-^ 

Indiaha.— Case, Colfax, John G. Davis, Dunn, 
English, Holman, Kilgore. Ifiblaek, Porter, Wilson— 1<>. 

iLUHOis.'^Fouke, Wm. Kelioi^, Logan, Lovejoy, Mo 
Clemand, James C. Bobinson, E. B. Washburne— 7 

Wiscoisia Larrabes, Potter, C. C. Washburn— 8. 

Iowa.— Curtis, Yand«ver— 2. 

MiNMisoTA.- Aidrich, Windom— 2. 

CAuroBMiA.— J?iiroA, Soott—SL 

Orboon. — Stout—l. 

MissovRi.— Cornea Craig— 1, Total, 115. 

All from the Free States except James Cnug, of 
Missouri. 

MATS. 

Pbvhbtlvavia.— lf<m<0KM»«ry— 1. 

Dblawaab. — WhiteUy^l. 

Mabtlasid.- U. Wiktbb Davis, J. M. Habbib, Hughes, 
WsBSTaB— 4. 

YiuoimA.—Boeock, De Jamette, Edmundson, Gar* 
neU, Jenkins, Leake, Elbert 8. MarHn, Wilson, 
Pryor, William Smith-10. 

NoBTH Oauoliva.— Branch, Giuikb, BuJ^, William 
N. Hf Smitb, Yancb— 6. 
South OAtiousA.—Bonham,Keith. McQueen, Miles— % 

Gboboia. — Gartrell, Uardhmam, Hill, Jackson, Jones, 
Love, Underwood— 1, 

Alabama. — Clopton, Cc^, Curry, Houston, i^den- 
haan Moore, Pugh—Q. 

Mississippi- Sarft«cfa2«, Bsubsn Da^, Lamar, Mo- 
Sea, Singleton — 5. 

LocisiAHA. — Landrum^-A. 

ABKANSAa — Hindman—1. 

Tkxas. — HamiUon, Beagan—2. 

MissouBL— 77U>ma« X. Anderson, JSbsU, Woodson- 8 

TaxvKBaKK.— Avery, Ethbbidob, Hattom, Maymabd, 
NELSON, Stokbb, Wright — t, 

KBMTUCKT.— GrkRB, ADAMS, WlLUAM C. ARDBRW>M, 

Rrihtow, BumsU, Mallobt, Peyton, Sinuns, Steven- 
son— S. Total, 65. 

All from Slave States except Montgomery, 
Dein., of Pennsylvania. 

This bill was sent to the Senate, where it was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and on the 17th of April, Mr. Johnson, of Ten- 
nessee, the Chairman of that Committee, re- 
ported a substitute for the House bill, granting 
Homesteads to actual settlers, at 25 cents per 
acre, but not including preemptors then occu* 
pying the Public Lands. When this bill came 
before the Senate for action, Mr. Wade, of 
Ohio, moved to amend, by substituting the 
House bill, which was lost, 26 to 81, as follows : 

Tkas — Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, CoUamer, Dixon, DooIIttle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, HamUn. King, Rice, Se- 
ward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten l^ck, Toombs, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson— 26. 

Nats — Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Cbesnut, Clay, CUngman, Davis, Fitch, Fitspatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson, of Arkansas, Johnson, of Tennessee, Lane, 
Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sauls- 
bury, Sebastian, Slldell, WigfaU, and Tulee— 81. 

Yeas, all Republicans except three, Douglas, 

Rice, and Toombs. Nays, all Democrats. 

The Senate finally, on the 10th May, passed 
Mr. Johnson's bill, 44 to 8, the Nays being 
Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Mason, Pearce, Powell and Toombs. The House 
refused to concur ; the Senate refused to recede, 
and the result was a protracted conference on 
the part of Committees of the two Housts, 
wbicn committees finally came to an agreement. 
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on the 19th June, by the House accepting the 
henate bill with slight amendments. On that 
day Mr. Schuyler Colfax reported to the House 
£8 follows: 

Mr. Colfax.— I rise to a qaefltlon of privilege. I am in- 
structed by the Committee of Conference on the dltiagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses bn the Homestead bill, to 
report that, after twelve meetings of the three different 
Conferences that have been appointed, they tliis morn- 
ing finally agreed. I hold in my hand the report of the 
Committee, which can -foe read if any gentleman desires 
it. But perhaps it would render the report clearer and 
more intelligible if I should briefly state its leading fea- 
tures. The Alienate bill all the members of the House are 
familiar with. The Conferees upon the part of the House 
finding, after the most earnest efforts, that it would be 
utterly impossible for them to induce the Senate to agree 
to the House bill, have been discussing what changes 
could be made in the Senate bill, so as to render it accep- 
table enough for the House to accept, rather than the 
whole should fail. '1 hey have finally agreed upon a report 
as follows : In the first place, I will say that the bill, as it 
passed the Senate, provided that the preemptors now 
upon the public lands might remain there two years be- 
fore they should be required to purchase their lands, but 
should then pay for them at the rate of $1 25 per acre, 
thus removing them entirely from witliin the purview of 
the benefits which would apply to the settlers hereafter 
upon the public lands. This point the House Conferees 
refused to accede to, and if persisted in, we should have 
again reported a disagreement. Finally, however, a 
compromise was arranged on this point, and to protect 
the preemptors now on the Government land, which was 
to be advertised this fall for sale, we changed the Senate 
bill so as to protect them for at least two years Arom land 
sales, and to allow them then to secure their homes at 
o»6 A^// the Government price, namely sixty-two and 
a-half cents per acre. 1 need scarcely add, that, if the 
Senate could have been induced to give them the benefit 
of their twenty-five-cent-per-acre provision, we should 
have insisted on it inflexibly ; but what I have stated is 
the very lowest point that could be obtained. The second 
6hange we have made in the Senate bill is in relation to 
the scope of land coming under the operations of the 
law. The House bill embraced all the Government land, 
offered or unoffered, except such as was specially re- 
served. The benate bill confined its provisions to land 
subject to private entry, exclusively. As I have explain- 
ed on a former occasion, the expression ** subject to pri- 
vate entry" means such as are left after the lands have 
been once regularly brought into market, exposed to 
public sale, and the speculators have taken such as they 
see fit to purchase. The difference between these two 
bills seemed so radical as to be incapable of a<]Uustment*, 
and the scope of farming land covered by the Senate bill 
was so limited, there being but little, if any, in Minnesota, 
Kansas, Nebraska, California, Oregon, and Washington, 
that the House conferees declined to accept it. But on 
this, too, we finally effected a compromise. By our re- 
port, ail the land subject to private entry is Included, 
and, in addition^ all ■ the odd-numbered sections of the 
surveyed public lands, which have not been opened to 
public sale— a most material and beneficent enlargement 
of the Senate bill. We were offered, after this agreement, 
whichever half of the unoffered lands we chose, and we 
took the odd-numbered sections. The reason for this 
was, that the 16th section of a township, being reserved 
for school purposes by our land laws, the four a^oining 
sections to it, on the north, west, east, and south, are sec- 
tions 9, 15, 17, and 21, all odd-numbered sections, which 
are thus saved for homestead settlers, who have reserved 
for them 16 out of the 85 (Usposable sections in each town- 
ship of six miles square. 

On all these lands, actual settlers, who are heads' of 
families, are allowed, after having occupied the land for 
five years, to purchase at 25 cents per acre, which is 
about the average cost price of the public lands to the 
Government. We struggled, of course, to include all 
young men over 21 who are not heads of families, and to 
adopt the Free Homestead principle of the House bill ; 
but on these points the Senate was inflexible, and we 
took what we did because it was the very best we could 
get. The Senate bill originally provided that the Home- 
stead settler might acquire title to his land at any time 
by paying full Government prices ; but desiring to pro- 
mote actual settlement, we now provide that he cannot 
do this till after he has been on the land six months. 
When he stays, or his family if he deceases, the fall five 
years he obtains it at 25 cents per acre. The Benate 
have also agreed to strike out the eighth section of their 
bill, which made it imperative upon the President to ex- 



pose all public lands to sale within two years after they ' 
shall have been surveyed, which we held would be 
peculiarly oppressive upon the p;onee: s who had gone 
to the frontier to settle upon the pubic lands, and to 
which we could never have consen ed. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to state, In conclusion, that the com- 
promise we have made upon the subject is not in accord- 
ance witJi what I should desire to have passed, if I had 
the power to frame the bill myself ; but it is the very ut- 
most we could obtain from the Senate, as now cousii- 
tuted. The Senators who served with us on the Coule- 
rence have been notified by me, and also by my colleague 
iMr. Windom, of Minnesota,} that we regard this lui but 
a single step. in advance toward a law which we shail de- 
mand from the American Congress, enacting a compre- 
hensive and liberal Homestead policy. This we have 
agreed to as merely an a/varU courrier. We shall de- 
mand it at the next session of Congress, and until it is 
granted ; until all the public lands shall be open to all 
the people of the United States ; and I state this publicly, 
that no one shall regard us as estopped hereafter, be- 
cause we accepted this half-way measure rather than to 
allow the whole to fail I should have added that all 
persons, whether citisens or those who have only declared 
thehr intentions, are allowed to go on the lands undoi- 
this bill ; but are required to perfect their naturalization 
before the five years expire, and the patent issues. I now 
demand the previous question on concurring on the re- 
port of the Committee, and passing the bill as thus 
amended. 

Mr. Farnsworth.— I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether this bill confines its benefits to those 
who are heads of families. 

Mr. Colfax.~It does, because we failed, despite our 
utmost efforts, in procuring lis extension to all ; but we 
shall appeal to the young men to demand of those who 
make and who execute the laws, that the system in- 
augurated by this bill, shall be widened so as to admit 
them to its benefits, and I will Join them in this demand. 

Mr. Grow.— 1 Just desire to say that we have taken this 
bill, not because it is what we want, but on the princ.ple 
that *' half a loaf is better than no bread." 

The House agreed to the Report of the Com- 
mittee, 115 to 51, as follows: 

YwAs.— Messrs. Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Bingham, Franc's 
P. Blair, Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Bray ton, Briggs, Butliu- 
ton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Cor- 
win, Covode, Cox, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Ferry, Flo- 
rence, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur- 
ley. Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hoard, Wm. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wra. 
KeUogg, Kenyon, Klllinger, DeWltt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Maclay, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill. Edward Joy 
Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, 
Rice, Rlggs, Christopher Robinson, Koyce, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanto^inVilUam 
Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Thayer, Thea^r, Tomp 
kins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van \)t|fck, Verree, 
Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburrj^lihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Windo^m, and Woodruff 
—115. k 

NATS-Messrs. Green Adams, WilMam C. Anderson, 
Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bococigk, Bonham, Boyce, 
Brabson, Branch, Burnett, Clopton, barton Craige, Craw- 
ford, Curry, De Jamette, Gilmer. J i Hardeman, J. Mom- 
son Harris, John T. Harris, HatLnon, Houston, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, James M/ . Leach, Leake, Love, 
Mallory, Maynard, McQueen, Mile; a, Millson, Sydenham 
Moore, Nebon, Peyton, Quarles,; Reagan, Rufiln, Wil- 
Uam Smith, WUUam N. H. Smiijoth, Stevenson, Stokes, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vance, WeDvj,3ter, Wmslow, Wood- 
son, and Wright— 51. \f^ 

The nays are all from the Sli( ^ve States. 

The Senate agreed to the repUi)ort of the Con- 
ference Committee, 3d to 2 — MeSssrs. Bragg and 
Pfi&rce 

The following is the bill as it was finally 
reported by the Conference Committee and 
passed both Houses : 

Ay ACT to secure BonusUada to actual 8eitUrt on 

the PubUo J>omain, OMd/or other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Jlome qf Bepresen- 

tUses of the UnUed States of America In Oanffress 

assenwledt That any person who is the head of a family, 
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and a citisen of the United States, shall, from and after 
the passage of this act, be entitled to enter one qaarter- 
tttction of vacant and unappropriated publip lands, or 
any less quantity, to be located in a body, in conformity 
with the legal subdivisions of the public lands, after the 
same shall iiave been surveyed, upon the following con- 
ditions : tiiat the person applying for the beneOt of iliis 
act shall, upA applicaUon to the register of the Jand-office 
In which he or she is about to make such entry, malte 
affidavit before the said register or receiver of said land- 
office that he or she is the liead of a family, and is actually 
settled on the quarter-section, or other subdivision not 
exceeding a quarter-section, proposed to be entered, and 
that such upplication is made for his or her use and 
bw'nefit, or fur tlie use and benefit of those specially 
mentioned in this section, and not either directly or 
inuirecily f.>r the use or beneftj of any other person or 
persons whomsoever, and that he or shejias never at any 
previous time, hnd the benefit of this act{ apd upon 
mailing the affidavit as above rtquired, and filing the 
same with the register, he or she shall thereupon be per- 
mitted to enter the quantity of land already specified : 
Provided^ however^ That no final certificate shall be 

given, or patent issued therefor, until the expiration of 
ve years from the date of such entry ; and if, at the ex- 
piration of such time, the person making such entry, or, 
if he be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his 
child or children, or in case of a widow makiiTg such 
entry, her cliild or children, in case of her deatn, shall 
prove, by two credible witnesses, that he, she, or they— 
that is to say, some member or members of the same 
family— has or have erected a dwelling-house upon said 
land, and continued to reside upon and cultivate the 
same for the t«rm of five years, and still reside upon the 
same (and that neither the said land or any part thereof 
has been alienated) ; then, in such case, he, she, or they, 
upon tiie payment of 25 cents per acre for the quantity 
entered, shall be entitled to a patent, as in other cases 
provided by law^ And provide further^ In case of the 
death of both father and mother, leaving a minor chil*i or 
children, the right and the fee shall inure to the benefit 
of said minor child or children, and the guardian shall be 
authorised to perfect the entry for the beneficiaries, as if 
there had been a continued residence of the settler for 
five years. Provided^ That notlilng in this section tfhall 
be so construed as to embrace or in any way include any 
quarter-section or fractional quarter-section of land upon 
which any preemption right has been acquired prior to tiie 
passage of this act. AfCd provided furthsr^ Ttiat all en- 
tries made under the provi^iionsof this section, upon lands 
which have not been offered for pubUe acUe^ shall be con- 
Jlned to and ttpon sectione deHgnated by odd numbers. 
$ 2., And be it further enacted^ That the register of the 
Land Office shall note all such applications on the tract 
booics and plats of his office, and keep a register of all 
such entries, and make return thereof to the General 
Land Office, together with the proof upon which they 
have been founded. 

S 8. And be it further enacted^ That no land acquired 
under the provisions of this act shall in any event, be- 
come liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts until 
after the Issuing of the patent therefor. 

% 4. And be itfurtii^r »nacted^ That if, at any time 
after filing the affidavit, as required in the first section 
of thb act, and before the expiration of the five years 
aforesaid, it shall be proved, after due notice to the set* 
tier, to the satisfaction of the register of the Land Office, 
that the person having filed such affidavit shall have 
sworn falsely in any particular, or shall haVe voluntarily 
abandoned the possession and cultivation of the said 
land for more than six months at any time, or sold his 
right under the entry, then, and in either of those 
events, the register shall cancel the entry, and the land so 
entered shall revert to the Government, and be disposed 
of as other publ.c lands are now by law, subject to an 
appeal to the Secre ary of the Interior. And in no case 
■bail any land, the entry whereof shall have been etin- 
celled, again be subject to occupation, or entry, or pur- 
chase, until the same shall have been reported to the 
General Land Office, and, by the direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, again advertised and offered 
at public sale. 

% 5. And be it further encuited^ That if any person, 
now or hereafter, a resident of any one of the States or 
Territories, and not a citizen of the United States, but 
who at the time of making such application for the bene- 
fit of this act, shall havered a declaration of inten- 
tion^ as required by the naturalisation laws of the 
United States, and shall have become a citizen of the 
same before the issuing of the patent as provided for in 
this act, such person shall be entitled to all the rights 
conferred by tlils act. 
§ 6. And be it fwriheir enaetedf That no individual 



shall be permitted to enter more than one quarter-seo- 
tion or fractional quarter-section, and that in a compact 
body ; but entries may be made at different times, under 
the provisions of this act ; and that the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby required to prepare and issue, from 
time to time, such rules and regulations, consistent with 
this act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its 
provisions into effect; and that the registers and re- 
ceivers of the several land offices shall be entitled to 
receive, upon the filing of the first affidavit, the sum of 
60 cents each and a Uke sum upon the issuing of the 
final certificate. But this shall not be construed to en- 
large the maxiti;um of compensation now prescribed by 
law for any register or receiver : Provided^ That no- 
thing in this act shall be so construed as to impair the 
existing preemption, donation, or graduation laws, or to 
embrace lands which have been reserved to be sold or 
entered at the price of $2 60 per acre ; but no entry, 
under said ffraduation act^ shall be allowed until 
after proof of actual settlement and cultivation or oc- 
cupancy for at least three months^ as provided for in 
Sec. 8 of the said act. 

% 7. And be it further enacted^ That each actual set- 
tier upon lands of the United States, which have not been 
offered at public sale, upon filing his declaration or claim, 
as now required by law, shall be entitled to two years 
from the commencement of his occupation or settiement ; 
or, if the lands have not been surveyed, two years from 
the receipt of the approved plat of such lands at the Dis- 
trict Land Office, within which to complete the proofs of 
his said claim, and to enter and pay for the land so 
claimed, at minimum price of such lands ; and where such 
settiements have already been made in good faith, the 
claimant shall be entitled to the said period of two years 
from and after the date of this act ; Provided, That no 
claim of preemption shall be allowed for more than 160 
acres, or one-quarter section of land, nor shall any such 
claim be admitted under the provisions of this act, unless 
there shall have been at least three months of actual and 
continuous residence upon and cultivation of the land so 
claimed from the date of settlement, and proof thereof 
made according to law ; Provided further. That any 
claimant under the preemption laws may take less tiian 
160 acres by legal subdivisions ; Provided further. That 
all persons who are preempton, on the date of this act, 
shall, upon the payment to the proper authority of 62^ 
cents per ac "e, if paid within two years from the pas- 
sage of this act, be entitled to a patent from the Govern- 
ment, as now provided by the existing preemption laws. 

% 8. Afid be it further et^a^ited. That the 6th section 
of the act entitied *' An act in addition to an act more 
effectually to provide for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States, and for other purposes,*' ap- 
proved the 8d of March, in the year 1857, shall extend to 
all oaths, affirmations, and affidavits required or author- 
ized by this act. 

% 9. And be it further enacted. That nothing in thW 
act shall be so construed as to prevent any person who 
has availed him or herself of the benefit of the first section 
of this act from paying the minimtim price, or the price 
to which the same may have graduated, for the quantity 
of land so entered at any time after an actual settlement 
of six months, and before the expiration of the five years, 
and obtaining a patent therefor firom the Government, as 
in other cases provided by law. 

$10. And be it further enacted. That all lands lying 
within tiie Umlts o/ a State which have been subject to 
sale at private entry, and which remain unsold after the 
lapse of thirty years, shall be, and the same are hereby, 
ceded to the State in which the same may be situated ; 
Provided, These cessions shall in no way invalidate any 
inceptive preemption right or location, or any entry under 
this act, nor any sale or sales which may be made by the 
United States before the lands hereby ceded shall be cer- 
tified to the State, as they are hereby required to be, under 
suc^ regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. And provided further. That no cessions 
shall take effect until after the States, by legislative act, 
shall have assented to the same. ■ 

On the 23d, the President returned the bill to 
the Senate with his veto, as follows : 

THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 

VETO MKSSAO-: OP TII£ PRESIDENT. 

To the Senate of the United States. 

I return, with my objections, to the Senate, in which 
it originated, the bill entitled * An act to secure Home- 
steads to actual settlers on the public domain and for 
other purposes,*' presented to me on the 20th instant. 
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This bni gtves to every cltken of the United States, 
**who is the head of a family/' and to every person of 
foreign birth residing in the country, who has declared 
his intention to become a citizen, though he may not be 
the head of a family, the privilege of appropriating to 
himself one hundred and sixty acres of Government 
land, of settling and residing upon it for five years ; and 
should his residence continue until the end of this period, 
he shall then receive a patent on the payment of twenty 
five cents per acre, or one-fifth of the present Govern- 
ment price. During thb period, the land is protected 
from aii the debts of the settler. 

This bill also contains a cession to the States of all the 
pbblic lands within their respective limits " which have 
been subject to sale at private entry, and which remain 
unsold after the lapse of tliirty years." This provision 
embraces a present donation to the States of twelve mil- 
lions two hundred and twenty-nine thousand seven hun- 
dred and thirty-one acres, aAd will, from time to time, 
transfer to them large bodies of such lands which, from 
peculiar circumstances, may not be absorbed by private 
purchase and settlement 

To the actual settler, this bill does not make an abso- 
lute donation; but the price is so small that it can 
scarcely be called a sale. It is nominally twenty -five 
cents per acre; but considering this is not to be paid un- 
til the end of five years, it is, in fact, reduced to about 
eighteen cents per acre, or one-seventh of the present 
minimum price of the public lands. In regard to the 
States, it is an absolute and unqualified gift. 

I. This state of the facts raises the question whether 
Congress, under the Constitution, has the power to give 
away the public lands, either to States or individuals. 
On this question, I expressed a decided opinion In my 
message to the House of Kepresentatives, of the 24th 
February, 1809, returning the agricultural college bill. 
This opinion remains unchanged. The argument then 
used applies, as a constitutional objection, with the 
greater force.to the present bilL There it had the plea 
of consideration, growing out of a specific beneficial pur- 
pose ; here, it Is an absolute gratuity to the State without 
the pretext of consideration. I am compelled, for want 
of time, in these last hours of the session, to quote 
largely from this message 

I presume the general proposition will be admitted, 
that Congress does not possess the power to make do- 
nations of money, already in the Treasury, raised by 
taxes on the people, either to States or individuals. 

But it is contended that the public lands are placed 
upon a dilferent footing from money rabed by taxation, 
and that the proceeds arising from their sale are not 
subject to the limitations of the Constitution, but may 
be appropriated or given away by Congress, at its own 
discretion, to States, corporations, or individuals, for 
any purpose they may deem expedient. 

The advocates of this bill attempt to sustain their po- 
sition upon the language of the second clause of the 
third section of the fourth article of the Constitution, 
which declares that ** the Congress shall have power to 
dispose of, and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property belonging to 
the United States." They contend that, by a fair inter- 
pretation of the words " dispose of " iu this clause. 
Congress possesses the power to make this gift of pub- 
lic lands to the States for purposes of education. 

It would require clear and strong evidence to induce 
the belief that the framers of the Constitution, after 
having limited the powers of Congrefes to certain, pre- 
cise, and specific objects, intended, by employing the 
words ** dispose of," to give that body unlimited power 
over the vast public domain. It would be a strange 
anomaly indeed, to have created two fUnds, the one by 
taxation, confined to the execution of the enumerated 
powers delegated to Congress, and the other from 
the public lands, applicable to all subjects, foreign and 
domestic, which Congress might designate. That this 
fiind should be " disposed of," not to pay the debts of 
the United States, nor ** to raise and support armies," 
nor ** to provide and maintain a navy," nor to accom- 
piish any one of the other great objects enumerated in 
the Constitution, but be diverted ft^m them to pay the 
debts of the States, to educate their people, and to 
carry into efflect any other measure of their domestic 
policy — ^this would be to confer upon Congress a vast 
and irresponsible authority, utterly at war with the 
well-known Jealousy of the Federal power which pre- 
vailed at the formation of the Constitution. The na- 
tural intendment would be that, as the Constitution 
confined Congress to well-defined ^ecific powers, the 
funds placed at their command, whether in land or 
money, should be appropriated to the performance of 
the duties corresponding with these powers. If not, a 
Government has been created, with ail its other powers 



carefully limited, but without any limitation in respect 
to the public lands. 

But I cannot so read the words *' disposed of " as to 
make them embrace the idea of "giving away." The 
true meaning of words is always to be ascertained by the 
sulitject to which they are applied, and the known general 
intent of the lawgiver. Congress is trustee under the 
Constitution for the people of the United ^ates to " dis- 
pose of " theh- public lands, and I think I may venture to 
assert with confidence that no case can be found in which 
a trustee in the position of Congress has been authorised 
to " dispose q/'" property by its owner, where it has ever 
been held that these words authorized such trustee to g^ve 
away the fund intrusted to his care. No trustee, when 
called upon to account for the disposition of the property 
placed under his management before any judicial tribu- 
nal, would venture to present such a plea in his defense. 
The true meaning of these words is clearly stated by 
Chief Justice Taney In delivering the opinion of the Court 
(19 Howard, p. 486). He says, in reference to tliis clause 
of the Constitution, "It begins its enumeration of powers 
by that of disposing; in other words, making sale of the 
lands, or raising money from them, which, as we have al- 
ready said, was the main object of the, cession (from the 
States), and which is the first thing provided for in the 
article." It Is unnecessary to r^er to the history of tiie 
times to establish the known fact that tUs statement of 
the Chief Justice Is perfectly well founded. That it never 
was intended by the framers of the Constitution that these 
lands should be given away by Congress Is manifest from 
the concluding portion of the same clause. By it. Con- 
gress has power not only **to dispose of" the territory, 
but of the " other property of the United States." In the 
Unguage of the Chief Justice (p. 487), "And the same 

Eower of makfaig needful rules respecting the territory is 
1 precisely the same language applied to the other pro- 
perty of the United States, associating the power over the 
territory, in this respect, with the power over movable or 
personal property— 4hat is, the ships, Ktna, or munitions 
of war, which then belonged in common to the State sove- 
reignties." 

The question is stUI clearer in regard to the public lands 
in the States and Territories within the Louisiana and 
Florida purchases. These lands were p^d for out of the 
public Treasury from money raised bv taxation. Now, if 
Congress had no power to appropriate the money with 
which these lands were purchased, is it not clear that the 
power over the lands is equally limited? The mere con- 
version of this money Into land could not confer upon 
Congress new power over the disposition of land which 
they had not possessed over money. If it could, then a 
trustee, by changing the character of the tand intrusted 
to his care for special objects fkom money into land, might 
give the land away, or devote it to any purpose he thought 
proper, however foreign from the trust. The inference is 
irresisUbie that this land partakes of tJbe very same cha- 
racter with the money paid for it, and can be devoted to 
no objects different from those to which the money could 
have been devoted. If this were not the case, then, by 
the purchase of a new Territory from a foreign govern- 
ment out of the public Treasury, Congress could enlarge 
their own powers, and appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the land thus purchased, at their own discretion, 
to other and far different objects from what they could 
have applied the purchase money which had been raised 
by taxation. 

II. It will prove unequal and unjust in its operation 
among the actual settlers themselves. 

The first s«|t(lers of a new country are a most merito 
rious class. Tliey brave the dangers of savage warfare, 
suffer the privations of a frontier life, and, with the hand 
of toil, bring the wilderness into cultivation. The ** old 
settlers," as they are everywhere called, are public bene- 
factors. This class have all paid for their lands, the 
government price, or $1 25 per acre. They have con- 
structed roads, established schools, and laid the founda- 
tion^ of pro:!iperous Commonwealths. Is it just, is it 
equal, that, after they have accomplished all this by their 
labor, new settlers should come In among them and re- 
ceive UteirfMnus at the price of twenty-flveor eighteen 
cents per acre ? tiurely the old settlers, as a class, are 
entitled to at least equal benefits with the new. If you 
give the new settlers their lands for a comparatively 
nominal price, upon every principle of equality and 
Justice, you will be obliged to refund out of the common 
Treasury the difference which tiw old have paid above 
the new settlers for ttieir land. 

III. This bill will do great Injustice to the old soldiers 
who have received land warrants for their services in 
fighting the batUes of their country. It will greatly 
reduce the market vtlue of these warrants. Already 
their value hat nunk, tor one hundred and sixty acre 
warrants, to sixty-neven cents per acre, under an appro- 
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hension that luch a measure as this might become a law. 
What price would they command, when any head of a 
family may take possession of a quarter section of land, 
and not pay for it until the end of five years, and then 
at the rate of only twenty-flve cents per acre? The 
magnitude of the mterest to be affected will appear in the 
fact that there are outstanding unsatisfied land warrants 
reaching buc# to the last war with great Britain, and 
even ttevolutionary times, amounting in round numbers, 
to seven and a half millions acres. 

IV. This bill will prove unequal and unjust in' its opera* 
tiou, because, from its nature, it is confined to one class 
of our people. It Is ii btfon expressly conferred upon the 
cultivators of the soil. While it is cheerfully admitted 
th it these are the most numerous and ustful class of our 
fellow-citisens, and eminently deserve all the advantages 
which our laws have already extended to them, yet there 
should be no new legislation which would operate to the 
iujury or embarrassment of the large body of respectable 
artisans and laborers. The mechanic who emigrates to 
the West, and pursues his calling, must labor long before 
lie can purchase a quarter-section of land ; while the 
tiller of the soil who accompanies him obtains a farm at 
once by the bounty of the Government. The numerous 
body of mechanics in our large cities cannot, even by 
emigrating to the West, take advantage of the provisions 
of this bill without entering upon a new occupation, fur 
which their habits of life have rendered them unfit. 

V. This bill is unjust to the old States of the Union in 
many respects; and among these States, so far as the 
public lands are concerned, we may enumerate every 
State east of the MisslssippL, with the exception of Wis- 
consin and a portion of Minnesota. 

It is a common belief, within thefar limits, that the <4der 
States of the Confederacy do not derive their propor- 
tionate benefit from the public lands. This is not a Just 
opinion. It is doubtful whether they could be rendered 
more beneficial to these States under any other system 
than that which at present exists. Their proceeds go into 
the common Treasury to accomplish the objects of the 
Government, and in this manner all the States are bene- 
fited in just proportion. But to give this common inherit- 
ance away would . deprive the old States of their Just 
proportion of this revenue, without holding out any, the 
least, corresponding advantage. While it is our common 
glory that the new States have become so prosperous and 
populous, there is no good reason whv the old States 
should offer premiums to their own citkens to emigrate 
from them to the West That land of promise presents in 
itself sufficient allurements to our young and enterprising 
citizens, without any adventitious aid. The offer of free 
farms would probably have a powerful effect in encourag- 
ing emigration^ especially firom States like Illinois. Ten- 
nessee, and Kentucky, to the west of the Mississippi, and 
could not fail to reduce the price of property within their 
limits. An hidividual in States thus situated would not 
pay its fair value for land when, by crossing the Mississip- 
pi, he could go upon the public lands, and obtain a farm 
almost without money and without price. 

VL This bill will open one vast field for speculation. 
Men will not pay |I 26 for lands, when they can pur- 
chase them for one-fifth of that price. Large numbers of 
actual settlers will be carried out by capitalists upon 
agreements to give them half of the land for the improve- 
ment of the other half. This cannot be avoided. Secret 
agreements of this kind will be numerous. In the entry 
of graduated lands, the experience of the Land Office 
. Justifies this objection. 

VLI. We ought ever to midntain the most perfect 
equality between native and naturalized citizens. They 
are equal, and ought always to remain equal, before the 
laws. Our laws welcome foreigners to our shoi^ and 
thehr rights will ever be respected. While these are the 
sentiments on which I have acted through life, it is not, 
in my opinion, expedient to proclaim to all the nations of 
the earth that whoever shall arrive in this country from 
a foreign shore, and declare his intention to become a 
citizen, shall receive a farm of 160 acres, at a cost of 25 
or 20 cents per acre, if he will only reside on it and culti- 
▼ate it. The invitation extends to all ; and if this bill 
becomes a law, we may have numerous actual settlers 
from China, and other Eastern nations, eujoying its bene- 
fits on the great Pacific slope. The bill makes a distinc- 
tion in favor of such persons over native andna'«uralized 
citizens. When applied to such citizens, it is confined to 
such as are the heads of families ; but when applicable to 
persons of foreign birth recently arrived oa oiur shores, 
there is no such restriction. Such persons need not be 
the heads of families, provided they have filed a declara- 
tion of intention to bocome citiaens. Perhaps this dis- 



tinction was an inadvertence ; but, it is, nevertheless, a 
part of the bill. 

YIII. The bill creates an uujust distinction between 
persons claiming the benefit of the preemption laws. 
While it reduces the price of the land to existing preerap* 
tors to 62| cents per acre, and gives them a ci edit on this 
sum for two years from the present date, no matter how 
lons( they may have hitherto ei^oyed the land, futu e 
preemptors will be compelled to pay double this price 
per acre. There is no reason or Justice in this discrimi- 
nation. 

IX. The effect of this bill on the public revenue must 
be apparent to all. hhould it become a law, the reduc- 
tion of the price of lands to actual settlers to 25 cents 
per acre with a credit of five years, and the reduction of 
its price to existing preemptors to 62 1 cents per acre, 
with a credit of two years will so diminish the sale of 
other public lands as to render the expectation of future 
revenue from that source beyond the expenses of survey 
and management illusory. The Secretary of the Interior 
estimated the revenue from the public lands for the next 
fiscal year at $4,000,000 on the presumption that the 
present land system would remain unchanged. Should 
this bill become a law, he does not believe that $l,000,i 00 
will be derived from this source. 

This bill lays the ax at the root of our present admirable 
land system. The public land is an inheritance of vast 
value to us and to our descendants. It is a resource to 
which we can resort in the hour of difficulty and danger. 
It has been managed heretofore with the greatest wisdom, 
under existing laws. In this management, the rights oi 
actual settlers have been conciliated with the interests 
of the Government. The price to all has been reduced 
from $2 per acre to $1 25 for fresh lands, and the claims 
of actual settlers have been secuired by our preemption 
laws. Any man can now acquire a title in fee-simple to 
a homestead of 80 acres, at the minimum price of $1 25 
per acre for $100. Should the present system remain, 
we shall derive a revenue from the public lands of 
$10,000,000 per annum, when the bounty land warrants 
are satisfied, without oppression to any human being. 
In the time of war, when all other sources of revenue are 
seriously impaired, this will remain intact. It may be- 
come the best security for public loans hereafter, in 
times of difficulty and danger, as it has been heretofore. 
Why should we impair or destroy this system at the pre- 
sent moment ? What necessity exists for it ? 

The people of the United States have advanced with 
steady but rapid strides to their present condition of 
power and prosperity. They have been guided in their 
progress by the fixed principle of protecting the equal 
rights of all, whether they be rich or poor. No agrarian 
sentiment has ever prevailed among them. The honest 
'poor man, by frugality and industry can, in any part of 
our country, acquire a competence for himself and his 
family, and in doing this he feels that he eats the bread 
of independence. Ue desires no charity, either from the 
government or from his neighbors. This bill, which proposes 
to give him land at an almost nominal price, out of the 
property of the government, will go far to demoralize 
the people, and repress this noble spirit of independence. 
It may introduce among us those pernicious social 
theories which have proved so disastrous in other coun- 
tries. Jamks Bdchasjih. 

Wasbinqtok, t/ime 22, 1860. 

In the Senate the question, ShfM this bill 
pass notwithstanding the obj'ections of the Pre- 
sident ? was put and lost, as follows : 

Teas — Messrs. Anthony, jffroton. Chandler, Clark, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Mtch, Foot, Foster, Owin, 
Uale, Hamlin Jiarlan, King, Xane, Latham. Mcholson, 
PoUc^Pugh^ Kiee^ Simmons, Sumner, Ten £yck, Trum* 
bull. Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson. 

Republicans in Roman, 19; Democrats in 
Italics, 9. Total, 28. 

Nats— Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Cbittbndkh, Davis, 
Fitzpatrick, Qreen, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
(Tenn.), Johnson (Ark.), Malloi-y, Mason, Pearce, Powell, 
Sebastian, Wigfall, Yulee-18. 

All from the South, and all Democrats, ex- 
cept Mr. Crittenden (Am.), of Kentucky. 
Several Senators were paired, which accounts 
for the light vote. So the biU failed, not h^y« 
ing received the requisite two-thirds vote neces- 
sary to pass it over the Executive Veto. 
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A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860, 



DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM, 

ADOPTED BY THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 



On the first of March, 1860, Mr. Davis, of 
Mississippi, subniitted to the Sciiau the follow- 
ing Resolutions : 

1. Reaoioed^ that in the adoption of the Federal Con- 
■titntion, the States adopting the same acted severally 
as free and independent sovereignties, delegating a por- 
tion of their powers to be exercised by the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the Increased security of each against 
dangers, domestic as well as foreign ; and that any in- 
termeddling by any one or more States, or by a combi- 
nation of their citisens, with the domestic institutions of 
the others, on any pretext whatever, political, moral, 
or religioas, with a view to their disturbance or subver- 
sion, is in violation of the Constitution, insulting to the 
States so interfered with, endangers their domestic peace 
and tranquillity— objects for which the Constitution was 
formed— and by qecessary consequence, tends to weaken 
and destroy the Union Itself. 

2. Resolved^ That negro Slavery, as it exists in fifteen 
States of this Union, composes an important portion of 
their domestic institutions, inherited from their ances- 
tors, and existhig at the adoption of the Constitution, by 
which it is recognised as constituting an Important ele- 
ment In the apportionment of powers among the States ; 
and that no change of opinion or feeling on the part of 
the non-^aveholding States of the Union, in relation to 
this institution, can Justify them, or their citisens. In 
open or covert attacks thereon, with a view to its over- 
throw ; and that all such attacks are in manifest viola- 
tion of the mutual and solemn pledge to protect and de- 
fend each other, given by the States respectively on en- 
tering Into the constitutional compact which formed the 
Union, and are a manifest breach of faith, and a viola- 
tion of the most solemn obligations. 

8. BMol/oed^ That the Union of these States rests on 
the equality of rights and privileges among Its mem- 
bers ; and that It \& especially the duty of the Senate, 
which represents the States hi their sovereign capacity, 
to resist all attempts to discriminate either Ih relation 
to persons or property In the Territories, which are the 
common possessions of the United States, so as to give 
advantages to the citisens of one State which are not 
equally assured to those of every other State. 

4 Resolved^ That neither Congress nor a Territorial 
Legislature, wtiether by direct legislation or legislation 
of an indirect and unfriendly character, possess power 
to anorul or impair the constitutional right of any cltisen 
of the United States to take his slave property Into the 
common Territories, and there hold and enjoy the same 
while the Territorial condition remains. 

fi. Reeoleed, That if experience should at any time 
prove that the Judicial and executive authority do not 
possess means t4^ insure adequate protection to consti- 
tutional rights In a Territory, and if the Tierritorial Gov- 
ernment should fall Or refuse to provide the necessary 
remedies for that purpose. It will be the duty of Congress 
to supply such deficiency. 

6. Resolved, That the inhabitants of a Territory of 
the United States, when they rightfully form a con* 
stltutlon to be admitted as a State Into the Union, may 
then, for the first time, like the people of a State when 
forming a new Constitution, decide for themselves 
whether Slavery, as a domestic institution, shall be 
maintained or prohibited within their Jurisdiction ; and 
** they shall be received into the Union with or without 
Slavery, as their Constitution may prescribe at the time 
of theu: admission.*' 

7. Resolved, That the provision of the Constitu- 
tion for the rendition of fugitives from service or labor, 
without the adoption of which the Union could not have 
been formed, and that the laws of 1798 and 1860, which 
were enacted to secure its execution, and the main fea» 
tures of which, being similar, bear the Impress of nearly 
seventy ye%rs of sanction by the highest Judicial author- 
iity. should be honestly and faithfully observed and 
imHlntuined by all who enjoy the benefits of our com- 
j)act of Union ; and that alt acts of individuals or of 
iitate Legislatures to defeat the purpose or nullify the 
•requiremeuts of that provision, and the laws made In 



pursuance of it, are hostile in character, subversiTe of 
the Constitution, and revolutionary in their effect. 

On the 6th May following, Mr. Olingman, of 
North Carolina, addressed the Senate at length 
on these resolutions, maintaining the position 
that the Constitution does guarantee the right 
of holding slaves in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States, but that the enforcing of that right, 
by Congressional action, was inexpedient, and 
would be of np practical value to the Slave 
States ; also, that the South waived that right 
in agreeing to the Compromises of 1850 and the 
Kansas-Nebraska Act (repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise) of 1864. Mr. C. also reviewed 
the proceedings of the National Convention at 
Charleston, and concluded as follows : 

Entertaining these views, I have been disposed to ab« 
stain as much as possible from the discussion of thew 
questions, and I really hope that we shall not press them. 
I think no advantage can grow out of It. I greatly fear 
that I have occupied more of the valuable time of the 
Senate than I intended. I felt, however, that from me. In 
my position, some explanation was necessary. I think 
that the gentlemen on the other side of the Chandi>er have 
given us a platform already. We shall have to fight 
tiiem ; we had better make up our minds to go into the 
contest, and meet them on the great issue they tender us. 
In ten days, we shall probably have their declaration of 
war from Chicago, and the clash of arms will commence 
very soon. It is time for us to close our ranks. I am 
ready to fight iander any flag and any standard-bearer 
that may be given us. I can adopt any of those platforms 
that were presented at Charleston. I leave all that to 
our political friends assembled in convention. I know 
that they will present a platfonn, and- present a man less 
objectionable to me tiian the candidate on the other side. 
I regard them as the deadly political enemies of my sec- 
tion ; as the enemies of the Constitution of tiie United 
States. I want to embark in the contest and fight them 
with closed and serried ranks on our side. . I have spoken 
only in behalf of the Democratic party, of the Coustlto* 
tion, and the country.. 

MR. BENJAMIJf ON POPULAR SOYKREIGNTT. 

Senator Benjamin, of Louisiana, followed : 

Mr. Benjamin. — Mr. President, I had no intention of 
Joining in this debate, or of uttering one word on the re- 
solutions now before the Senate ; but, sir, I have listened 
with intense surprise to what has .fallen from the Senator 
from North Carolina this morning, and I cannot remain 
quiescent and by silence appear to give consent to what 
he has said in relation to tlie action of certain Southern 
delegates in the recent Convention at Charleston. 

The Senator from North Carolina thinks that political 
races can best be run without the load of principles. The 
Senator from North Carolina thinks that the best way to 
get success In a political contest is not to bother yourself 
with the baggage of principle, but Let your candidate run 
with nothing on bis back, anu probably in that way he 
may run the faster and reachuthe goal Use sooner. And 
again, the honorable Senator thinks that, because the 
CincinnaU platform was acceptable to the whole Demo- 
cracy in 1656, there is and can be no reason why De- 
mocrats who stood on that platfonn at that time should 
be dissatisfied with it now. 

Mr. President, let us look ft Uttle back, behind 1856, In 
relation to tliat platfbrm, and to the living issue on which 
we are separated as regards that platform. We all re- 
member, sir-^no man can forget— that, in the excitJng 
contest which took place on the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 
those who were the firmest supporters of the bill differed 
in principle on that one point which now threatens to di- 
vide the Democratic party. They differed openly ; they 
avowed their differences; they provided for the final 
settlement of those differences. Sir, tcA^n we fnet in 
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eaittouSj vnd&r the lead of the honorcMe Senator from 
IlUnoiSy who introduoed the Kanea^Nebraska bill, U 
MHte found that the Democrats from the Korth and the 
Demoorata from the South could not agree in princi- 
ple. Th« Democrats from ilie South then took .'aiti posi> 
iiua that the Constitution of the United Slate-* firas plain 
and clear. The rights of the people of tiie S->ut)i were 
placed upon that inBtruiueut. I agree with tiie Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. Davis) that we have noUiingto do 
in this controversy with natural rights or natural pnnci- 
pies. Those rights and those principles, wliich lie at th«f 
foundation of social organisation and civil government, 
were proper sul^ects of examination and coasiderntion 
with the fathers. Tiiey did take them Into consideration. 
The/ decided them. They have given \i» a chart by 
which now we are bound all to direct our courtie; and that 
chart is the Gonstitution of our country Resting the 
rights of the South upon that Gonstitution, when the dis- 
cussions arose upon the Kansas- Nebraska bill, the Sena- 
tors from the South who met in caucus, or in convention, 
or in primary meeting. If yuu choose so to say, ail agreed, 
without a dissenting voice, that, by the true construction 
of the GonstitutiOQ of the United States, the Territories 
belonging to the United States were the common pro- 
perty of all ; that each State had equal rights in those 
Territories ; that amongst those rights was the right of 
the citisens of the different States to emigrate to those 
Terrltiories with their property of every nature and kind ; 
and, whien there, we contended that there was no power 
under heaven that could drive us out of those Territories, 
or deprive us therein of the protection of the Constitution 
and the laws, antU tlie people of the Territory ithould 
make a constitution and form a State. 

The Senator from Illinois did not agree with us in 
that. He has been consistent The Senator from Illi- 
nois held that there was a power in the people of a 
Territory ; he believed in Popular Sovereignty ; he be- 
lieved in some Inherent right In the people when assem- 
bled, even In the original inciioate shape in which they 
come as emigrants to the Territories, to pass laws to 
govern themselves ; to mold their own Institutions, as he 
phrased it, and included in that power the right to act 
against Slavery. We could not agree. Morning after 
morning we met. for the purpose of coming to some 
understanding upon that very point ; and it was finally 
understood by all, agreed to by all, made the basis of a 
compromise by ail the supporters of that bill, that the 
Territories should be organised with a delegation by Con- 
gress of all the power of Congress In the Territories, and 
t.iat the extent of the power of Congress should be deter- 
mined by the coQrts. Firm In our belief of our rights, 
conscious that in the Constitution we had guaranty 
enougli ; knowing that it was Impossible for a Judicial tri- 
bunal to make other than one decision, we said that we 
would stand by that decision^ when made ; and if it 
should be determined by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that there was a power in this Government 
to deprive the people of the South of their fair share of 
the common Territories of the Union, if that power in this 
Government existed in Congress, and if Congress dele- 
gated all its power to the Territories, we would stand by 
the decision and agree that we asserted a right that found 
no warrant in the Constitution ; and, on the other hand, 
our brother Democrats of the North, and the Senator 
from Illinois at their head, agreed that if the Supreme 
Gourt of the United States should determine that the Con- 
gress of the United States had no power to interfere 
with Southern rights in the Territories, if, consequently, 
we had had not the power that we could delegate at all, 
then the Democrats of the North wouldjoinus in showing 
respect and obedience to thAt decision, and stand with 
us on the principle that we advocated as the true one. 
None of us supposed at the time that the decision would 
come so quick. None of us knew of the existence of a 
controversy then pending in the federal courts that 
would lead almost lihmediately to the decision of that 
question. W6 provided in the Kansas act itself ; we in- 
troduced an express clause having for its avovred object 
to bring that question before the courts for decision. 

Well, sir, the question did come before tBe courts, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States, In the decision in 
Che Dred Scott case, has determined — ^gentlemen say it Is 
no decision— as doctrine, or as opinion, or in some way has 
declared that the Congress of the United States has no 
power so to legislate as to destroy the rights of the people of 
Che South in their slave property in the Territories, and the 
judges have said as a proposition, so clear that it required 
no argument, that the Congress possesdng no such power, 
it was plain that It could give none to the Territorial Leglisla- 
Cure. I do not understand that the gentlemen from the North, 
Che members of the Democratic party, controvert that 

But' at a time when we supposed that we all at length 
stooJ upon one common platform; that we had at last a 



guide and a pole star by which the Democratic party could 
guide the ship of State, a sudden and alarming heresy 
sprang up in the North, and something was said about the 
right of the Legislature of tiie 'territories not to destroy 
Slavery ; not to abolish it ; not to confiscate by direct le- 
gislation the lights of the citlsens of the South who might ' 
find themselves in tlie Territories with their property, but, 
by a side blow, by indirection, and by failure to perform . 
duty, by " unfriendly legislation,^* to do that which consti- 
tutionally they hud uo power to do by any direct effort of 
len^lative will. Now,' sir, the Cincinnati platform, with ' 
wmch the gentleman from North Carolina seems to be so 
much In love, and wliich he thinks is sufficient tor the con- 
Btltutipnal rights of tlie South, would be sufticient for that 
purpose, is sufficient for that purpose tToperly construed ; 
but when the delegates of a great party, assembled to- 
gether from all portiotts of the Confederacy, recently met, 
and the proposition was made to them to adopt . the Cin- 
cinnati platform, it was made under what circumstances, 
and with what view ? It toae made ^dth a knowledge 
of etfery man in that Oonoention that two distinctfy 
opposite inter preUUione were piU upon thatplai/brm 
— one at the Soutlky and the other at the J/orth. 

Mr. Clingman. — ^The Senator will allow me to ask him if 
these two opinions were not upon whether a Territorial Le- 
£^latttre could legislate for or against Slavery ? Are those 
the opinions to which he refers ? 

Mr. Beiijamin. — ^The opposite constructions are put in 
several pohits. One point is, whether the Territorial Le- 
gislature has a right to abolish Slavery in the Territories 
or not, before forming a State Constitution ; and another 
is, whether or not it is the duty of the- Federal Government 
to protect the rights of the people of the South in the Ter- 
ritories. Upon those two points opposite Interpretations 
and opposite principles exut, and were developed in the 
Charleston Convention. 

Mr. Clingman. — ^I wUl answer ihi* gentleman when he is 
through. 

Mr. Fugh. — ^Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
every member of the Convention agreed that the platform 
had received two interpretations, or that it was susceptible 
of it? 

Mr. Beniwadn.— I understand that opposite interpre- 
tatiens u>ere plainl/y and openly given to that platform 
in Cen/cenUon^ by me/n whose good faith no m^n has 
ever yet disputed to my knowledge. 

Mr. Pugh.— I do not think that was the ground of the 
difference of opinion at all. I said there never were two 
interpretations that could be fairly given toil; tiiat the' 
platform purposely, in the language of the Senator' l^om 
North Carolina, referred that question to Judicial trtbu- ' 
nals ; that the difference of opinion arose upon the Judicial ' 
question; h did not arise upon the platform; and that 
consequently it was a false accusation. ' I say that cer- . 
tainly in no unkind spirit to the Senator ; bdt I say the 
platform is not susceptible of two interprelations ; that it 
referred a oontroversy to arbitratton. There might be a 
difference of ot^nion as to the particular arbitration of it, 
iMit there was none as to the terms of submission. 

Mr. BeAiamin.— I read, Mr. President, with as mnoh 
attention as I was capable of^ everything that occurred In 
that conventbn, and I saw the statement over and over 
again made in the convention, and not controverted, that 
different opinions were put upon that platform in different 
parts of the country. # 

Mr. Pugh. — I ceitidnly controverted it for one. I do 
not recollect who else may have stated it It may have 
been repeated a great many times ; but I did controvert it. 

Mr. Bei^jamin. — Now, sir, I say, in relation to that Cin- 
cinnati platform, which the Senator from North Carolina 
seems to think ought to have amply sufficed the South, and 
to have sufficed the Democratic party, these two opposite ' 
interpretations were known to be, intended to be given to 
it Further, I say this : I say it was avowed at Charleston, 
over and over again, that if a construction was given to 
that platform by wtiloh it should be clearly stated that the 
people of the South were entitled to hate their slaves pro- 
tected in the Territories against any direct interference, 
either by Consrressional or Territorial legislation; if that 
was avowed ; if the doctrine of the party was osseited to 
be that the Leglslaturtt of the Territory, whiist a Territory 
existed in its Inchoate orgMiiMtfob, had no right Co inter- 
fere with Slavery, then it was said, agHln and agaUi, that 
no northern StAlie could be carried upon that ^und. 

Mr. Glingmian.— On the question as to whether a Terri- 
torial Legislature oovld legislate against Slavery or for ft, 
I ask the Senator whether that woidd not necessarily 
be a question which a oouri must determine ; that if the 
Legislature legldated or acted in ainy Way, could we, by 
oor opinions, settle it ; or is it not, flrom necessity, a Judi- 
dal question? 

Mr. BeAjamin. — ^The Senator is directing me entirely 
out of the line of my argument I must beg him to allow 
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me to proceed In my line. Thai b not at all what I am 
at. It haa no reference ai all to my line of argument. 

I say this : I say that distinctly opposite interpreta- 
tations, or distinctly opposite principles, if yoa choose, in 
relation to Southern rights under the Oonstitution, were 
arowed at Oharleston, by men professing all ko be Demo- 
crats ; and that, in my Judgment, it is a brand upon the 
good faith of tiie Democratic party, it is an imputation 
upon their honor, it is unwortliy of them, and unworthy 
of us all, that we should go before the people of thld 
country and aslc their votes in favor of one party or an* 
other, with the avowed purpose of presenting opposite 
interpretations or opposite sets of principles in the two 
sections of the Confederacy, as being the principles of a 
common party, and forming a common party creed. I 
say that I will never be a party to any such contest as 
that. If I go into an electoral contest, I want to know 
the principles of the party with which I act, and I want, 
before the people of my State, before the people of the 
country, to declare those principles, to stand by them, to 
find them written in letters of liglit, so that no man can 
dare misconstrue them, and by them to stand, and with 
them, if need be, fall. 

That I understand to have been the position of the dele> 
gation of Louisiana at Charleston. Taking that position, 
determined that they would not palter to public preju- 
dices by using words in any double sense; that all they 
did and all they said must go forth to the country inca- 
pable of misconstruction ; when they found it impos8ibIe 
to have the principles upon which alone they could go 
into the Presidential contest, stated thus clearly and thus 
plainly, they withdrew, rii^tly withdrew, honorably with- 
drew. I applaud them; I approve them; I stand by 
them. I think they did as became high-minded and hon- 
orable citisens. I think the State will show itself grateful 
to them for their act 

Now, the honorable Senator says he is willing to go 
with Democrats upon almost any platform ; that almoiit 
any one that we can elect would be preferable to the ad- 
versaries against whom we are to be opposed. 

Mr. Clingman. — ^I said any of those proposed. I alluded 
to those proposed in the Convention. 

Mr. IJeniJamin. — I suppose so. Now, Mr. President, I 
am not witling to go for any man, I do not care whether 
his name has been proposed or not, who is not willing to 
stand upon a platform of principle, of constitutional prin- 
ciple. I am willing to go for any man, whether named 
or not, who will pledge his honor to stand faithfully and 
squarely upon a platform of sound principles ; and when 
a platform of sound constitutional principle! shall be 
adopted by a Democratic Convention, satisfactory to me, 
wiUi my views of constitutional right, and satisfactory to 
my people — principles satisfactory to my people, I say ; 
I care not for men — then you may put upon that platform 
any man who can stand upon it honorably, and I will 
vote for him ; I will maintain him ; I will canvass my 
State in his behalf; I will spend all my time and all my 
breath in his cause, wherever, whenever, and however, I 
may be asked by his friends. That far, sir, I am willing 
to go ; but I have no stomach for a fight in which I am to 
have my choice between a man who denies me all ray 
rights openly and fairly and a man who admits my rights 
but intends to filch them. I have no choice there. 

BENJAMIN ON DOUOLAS. 

After Mr. Il^uglas^s famous speech of May 16th 
and 16th, on these resolutions, Mr. Benjamin 
addressed the Senate again, speaking of Mr. 
Douglas as folio v^s : 

Mr. Benjamm said, when we met here in December, 
the public mind was greatly disturbed by the irruption of 
a band of fanatics into a State of the Union, with the 
avowed intent to liberate the slaves. A large number of 
resolutions have been offered, all relating to the relation 
of the General Government to Slavery in the States and 
Territories. The large number and variety of these re- 
solutions, required that those who professed to belonging 
to the same party should meet, in order to harmonise 
and act in concert. A meeting of Democratic Senators 
was therefore held to accomplish this purpose. The 
.Senator from Illinois, in a speech occupying two days, 
4iad presented Uie extraordinary spectacle of advocating 
;his own oUims to the Presidency, and denouncing those 
'Who had dased te express their views on subjects before 
ithe Senate. The Senator Arom Illinois assumed ttiat he 
was the embodiment of the Democratic party, and that 
All who opposed him were rebels. He arraigned other 
Benators, and charged them and the representatives of 
seventeen States at Charleston as being on the high road 
te disunion. After having thus assailed everybody, he 
Announced that he had only spoken In self-defense, and 
with princely magnanimity agreed t< forgive those who, 



as he said, had erred more through ignorance than de* 
sign. Mr. Benjamin then defended the Democratic Sena- 
tors from the churge of having undertaken to dictate to 
the Charleston Convention what sort of platform it 
should make. When the Kansas bill was before the 
Senate, the Senator from Illinois called a caucus of 
Democratic Senators every morning to decide on their 
action for the day. The late Senatorial caucus had done 
no more than that. Yet for this it had been charged 
with seeking to diminish the Senator*s chance for succese. 
Mr. Benjamin next examined Mr. Douglas's charge tliat 
seventeen Democratic States had adopted a platform 
looking to the dissolution of the Union, and had placed 
themselves under the lead of Mr. Yancey, an avowed 
disunionist. His State had voted for that platform, aud 
he should vote for the Senate rcHOlntions, and he denied 
that the Senator from Illinois had correctly stated the 
meaning of either. Nobody here wanted to make a slave 
code, a slang term i^hich Mr. Douglas had picked up 
from the Republicans, nor to force Slavery on an un- 
willing people. The attacks upon the Democratic Sena- 
tors were wanton and unprovoked, and he should repel 
them. The Senator had defended his consistency at 
great length, which was not the issue between them. 
The issue was that the Senator from Illinois had made a 
bargain and had violated it. To prove this he should 
not go further back than 1857, up to which time the Sena- 
tor firom Illinois was looked upon by the Democratic 
party with pride and favor. Why was it that a Senator 
who had thus been treated with favor should now be 
separated from his former associates? That he had 
passed over in his speech, and he (Benjamin) would sup- 
ply the deficiency. 

Mr. Benjamin then went into a history of the Kansas 
act, pointing out the differences between Democrats and 
Republicans and Douglas Democrats. At that time 
the Democrats being unable to agree as to the power of 
tlie people of the Territories, it was agreed to refer tiie 
subject to the Courts and to abide by the decision. He 
never had attacked the Senator's consistency. It was liiM 
consistency that constituted his great crime — adiiering 
still to views which he had agreed to abandon when the 
Court decided the question, and which the Court had 
decided against him. This he charged was bad faitii. The 
Senator no longer worshipped at the Democratic shrine, 
but had wandered forth after strange gods. The Senator 
from Illinois had admitted that he made this bargain, and 
yet he had been engaged since 1857 in trying to explaiu 
away, in conjunction with the Republicans, the decision 
of the Court, and to render it useless in case it should be 
affirmed. He quoted from the Dred Scott decision to show 
that the principle of right to slave property in the ler- 
ritorles was decided by It. On this point he argued at 
great length to show tnat Congress had full power over 
the Territories within the limits of its constitutional 
power; that the Constitution forbid the prohibition of 
Slavery in the Territories by Congress ; and as the Territo- 
rial Government derived all its powers from Congress, tiie 
Territorial Legislature could not do more than Congress 
could. No sooner was this decision made than it was 
attacked by the Republicans, and the Chief-Justice 
assailed as having colluded with the President ofttie 
United States. The Senator from Illinois got over his bar- 
gain by saying that he did not agree to abide by tiie 
decision in the Dred Scott case ; but when the case was 
carried up from the Territorial Courts to the Supreme 
Court, he would obey that. This was an afterthouglit, 
first announced in the canvass of 185S, when pressed by 
Air. Lincoln for a seat in the Senate. To save himself 
from defeat, he introduced his tiieory as to the power uf 
the people in the Territories. [Mr. Benjamin then read 
from the discussions between Messrs. Lincoln and Douglas 
to sliow that the former was much more candid in his ans* 
wers than the latter, and he confessed he was not such au 
ultra Anti-Slavery man as he supposed.] Mr. Douglan 
told us here that he would abide the decision of the Court, 
but at home he turns his back on his promise, repudiates 
his words, and tells his people that he has so arranged the 
Kansas bill that in spite of the decision the people of the 
Territories can keep slaves out. To be twice deceived 
by the same man would be to make them dupes and fool^. 
Even Mr. Lincoln was shocked at his profligacy, and 
charged him with bad faith. The election came off, and 
though Mr. Douglas was successftil by the arrangement 
of the Legislative Districts, Mr. Lincoln beat him 4,00U on 
the popular vote. [Mr. Benjamin next read from Mr. 
Douglases Harper's Magasine article, to show that he had 
absolutely copied Mr. Lincoln's arguments of 1858, and 
claimed them as discoveries of his own. Mr. Benja- 
min warned Mr. Douglas that the tendencies of his doc- 
trines were to drive him back, step by step, to the Black 
Republican camp.] We already find him using the argu* 
ments and quoting the language of the Republicsn party. 
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On the 24th May, the vote was taken on the 
first of Mr. Davis^s series of resolutions, which 
was adopted, 36 to 19, the yeas being all De- 
mocrats, except Messrs. Crittenden, of Ey., and 
Kennedy, of Md., Americans. The nays were 
all Republicans. The second resolution was 
then read, when Mr. Harlan (Rep., of Iowa) 
offered to add the following as an amendment : 

But the free discussion of the morality and expediency 
of Slavery should never be interfered with by the laws of 
any State, or of the United States ; and the freedom of 
speech and of the press, on this and every other subject 
of domestic and national policy, should l9e maintained in* 
violate to all the States, 

This amendment was rejected, SK) to $6, as fol- 
lows: 

Ybi.8. — Messrs. Bingham, Ohandler, Clark, Gollamer, 
Dixon, Doolitile, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale« 
Hamlin, Uarlan, King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eycli, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson— 20. 

NAT8.-~-Messr8. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chescut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitcpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iversoii, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane. Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, SlideU, Thomson, Toombs, 
Wigfall, and Tulee— 86. 

Yeas all Republicans ; nays all Democrats, ex- 
cept Crittenden and Kennedy, Americans. 

The second resolution was then adopted, 86 to 
20, the vote being exactly the reyerse of that on 
Mr. Harlan's amendment. 

The third resolution of the series was adopted, 
86 to 18, as follows: 

Tkab. — Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitspatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slldell, Thomson, Toombs, 
WijgfaU, and Tulee— 86. 



Nats. — Messrs. Bingiiam, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Simmons, Sumuer, Ten £yck, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilson — 18. 

Teas all Democrats, except Crittenden and 
Kennedy ; nays all Republicans. 

The fourth resolution was adopted, 36 to 21, 
the negatives being all Republicans, except }i.r. 
Pugh, Dem., of Ohio. 

Mr. Clingman offered an amendment, in the 

form of the following resolution, to follow the 

4th of Mr. Davis^s series : 

Jissolvedj That the exi ting condition of the Territories 
of the United States does not require the intervention of 
Congress for the protect lun of proi>erty in slaves. 

The amendment was debated at considerable 
length ; but, without taking the question, the 
Senate adjourned. 

On the following day, the amendment was 
adopted, 26 to 28, as follows : 

Yeas.— Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler. 
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Foot, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, UarUn, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, Simmons, Ten Eyck, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson-— 26. 

Nats.— Messrs. Benjamin, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, 
Clay, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, SlideU, Wigfall, and Yulee— 
28. 

Yeas all Republicans, except Messrs. Bigler* 
Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden, Johnson (Tenn.), 
Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, and Toombs; 
Nays all Democrats. ^ 

The fifth resolution of the series was then 
adopted, 85 to 2, Hamlin and Trumbull, the 
Yeas being all Democrats, except Crittenden and 
Kennedy. The seventh and last of the series 
was then adopted, 36 to 6, Mr. Ten Eyck, Rep., 
of New Jersey, voting Yea 



JUDGE BATES'S PLATFORM. 

IMPORTANT CORRESPONDENCE. 

LETTER FROM JUDGE BATES ON THE POLITICAL QUESTIONS OP THE DAT. 



St. Louis, Mareh^ 1860. 
The Hon. Edward BArm—Sir: As you may hare 
learned from the public prints, the Republicans of Missouri 
met in Convention, in this city, on Saturday, the 10th in- 
stant, to make a declaration of their principles, elect dele- 
gates to the Nation^ Republican Gonyention. and com- 
plete a State organisation. All of this the Conyention ex- 
ecuted, in a manner wholly satisfactory to its members. 
It also commended you, by resolution, to the National Re- 
publican party, as one well worthy to be the standard- 
bearer of that party in the coming Presidential election. 
This fact ttie undersigned have pride and pleasure in com- 
municating to you, knowing that throughout your life you 
have carried out, as far as a private dtlsen might, the 
sentiments contidned in the resolutions adopted on Satur- 
day, and a copy of which we inclose. But as you have 
voluntarily remained in private life for many years, your 
political opinions are consequently not so well understood 
by the Republican party at large as by the Republicans 
of Missouri. 

■ Inasmuch as the delegation from this State to the Chi- 
cago Convention intend to present your name to that body 
as a candidate for the Presidency, we, in common with 
many other Republicans of Missouri, derire to procure 
fh>m you an exposition of your views on the engrossing 
political questions of the time. We hope that notwith- 
standing your well-known reluctance to appear before the 
public In the light of a Presidential aspirant, you will not 



revise to answer the following interrogatories, which, in 
our judgment, involve all the issues pending between the 
two political parties of the country. 

1st. Are you opposed to the extension of Slavery? 

ad. Doea the Ooastitution of the United States carry Slavery 
into the Territories, and, as subsidiary to this, what is the 
legal eflfect of the decision of the Supreme Court in the Dred 
Scott case ? 

3d. Are you in favor of the colonization of the free colored 
population in Central America? 

44h. Do you recognize any inequality of rights among citi- 
zens of the United States, and do you hold that it ts the duty 
of the Federal Government to protect American citizens at 
home and abroad in the ei^oyment of all their conirtitutional 
and legal rights, privileges, and immunities f 

Ath. Are you in favor of the construction of a railroad from 
the Valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific Ocean, under the 
auspices of the General Government? 

6ih. Are you in fkvor of the measure known as the Home- 
stead bill? 

7th. Are you in favor of the immediate admission of y »»>'?'*#, 
under the Constitution adopted at Wyandot? 

Tours, respectfully, etc., 
Pbtbh L. Fov, Chas L. Bbsitats, 

Henbt T. Blow, Jso. M. Riohardsok, 

F. A Dick, 0. D. Fillby, 

Stephbn Hott, Wii. McKbb, 

O. W. F*8HBACK, BaBTOK AbLS, 

J. B. SiTTON. 
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RESPONSE OF JUDGE BATES. 

St. Louis, March 17, 1S60. 

To Messrs. ?. L. For, Editor of The, Misunuri Demorrai ; Dr. 
Bekjcats, Editor of the Anzeiger ; and other genilemeu : 

Sirs: B. Grati BroTrn, Esq., as President of the Mis- 
souri State Convention, which sat in St. Louis on the 
tenth of this month, has officially made known to me the 
proceedings of that body, and by them I am enabled to 
know some of you as Delegates to the Chicago Conven- 
tion, representing the Republican party of Missouri. 

I have received your letter propounding to me certain 
questions (seven in number) which you suppose will 
cover most, if not all, the gi'ounds of controveisy, in the 
approaching Presidential election. 

With pleasure I will answer your questions. But be- 
fore doing so, alloiijr.me to glance at the peculiar circum- 
stances in which I am placed, and the strangeness of the 
fact that I, a mere private man, am called upon to 
make avowals and explanations, with any view to take 
me firom the shades of privat* life and place me at the 
head of the nation. I came to this frontier in my youth, 
and settled in St. Louis when it was a village. All my 
manhood has been spent in Missouri, and during all that^ 
time I have followed a profession which left my charac- 
ter and conduct open to the observation of society. And 
while it has been my constant habit freely to express my 
opinion of public measures and public men, the people 
of Missouri, of all parties, will bear me witness that I 
have never obtrusively tlirust myself forward in pursuit 
of official honors. I have held no political office, and 
sought none, for more than twenty-five years. 

Under these circumstances, I confess the gratification 
which I feel in receiving the recent manifestations of the 
respect and confidence of my feltow-citizens. First, the 
Opposition members of the Missouri Legislature declared 
their preference for me as a candidate ; then followed 
my nomination by a Convention composed of all the ele- 
ments of the Oppositioain this State; and, now, the Re- 
publicans of Missouri, in their separate Convention, just 
held in St. Louis, have reaffirmed the nomination, and 
proposed, by their delegates, ta present me to the Na- 
tional Convention, sopn to be held at Chicago, as a can- 
didate for the first office in the nation. These various 
demonstrations in my own State are doubly gratifying to 
me, because thoy afford ihe strongest proof that my 
name has been put forward only in a spirit. of harmony 
and peace, and with the hope of preventing all division 
and controversy among those who, for their own safety 
and the public good, ought to be united in the r action. 

For alt thie I am deeply grateful, and, as far as con- 
cerns me personally, I must declare in simple truth, 
that if the movement go no further and produce no 
national results, still I am paid and overpaid for a life 
of labor, and for whatever of zealous effort and patient 
watching I have been able to bestow in support of a 
line of governmental policy which I believe to be for the 
present and permanent good of the country. 

And now, gentlemen, I proceed to answer your ques- 
tions, briefly indeed, but fully, plainly, and with all pos- 
sible frankness. And I do this the more willingly be- 
cause I have received flrom individuals many letters 
(too many to be separately answered), and have seen 
bi many public Journals articles making urgent calls 
upon me for such a statement of views. 

1. Slavery^Its extension. in 4he Territories. 

On thia subject, in the States and in the Territories, 
I have no new opinions — no opinions formed in rela- 
aion to the present array of parties. I am coeval with 
the Missouri question of 1819-20, having begun my 
political life in the midst of that struggle. At that 
time my position required me to seek all the means of 
knowledge within my reach, and to study the principles 
involved with all the powers of my mind; and I ar- 
rived at conclusions then which no subsequent events 
have induced me to change. The exbtence of negro 
Slavery in our country had its beginning in the early 
time of the Colonies, and was imposed by the mother 
country agidnst the will of most of the colonists. At 
the time of the Revolution, and long after, it was com- 
monly regarded as an evil, temporary in its nature, 
and likely to disappear in the course of time, yet, while 
it continued, a misfortune to the country, socially and 
politically. 

Thus was I taught, by those who made our Govern- 
ment, and neither the new light of modem civilisation, 
nor the discovery of a new system of constitutional law 
and social philosophy, has enabled me to detect the f 
error of their teaching. 

Slavery is " a social relation **— a domestic institu- 
tion. Within the States, it exists by the local law, and 
the Federal Government has no control over it there. 



The Territories, whether acquired by conquest or 
peaceable purchase,, are -subject and subordinate ; not 
sovereign like the States. The nation is supreme over 
them, and the National Government has power to per- 
nut or foi bid Slavery, within them. Entertaining these 
views, I am opposed to the extension of Slavery, and in 
my opinion, the spirit and policy of the Government 
ought to be against its extension. 

2. Does the Constitution carry Slavery into the Territories f 

I answer no. The Constitution of the United States 
does not carry Slavery into the Territories. With much 
more show of reason may it be said that it carries Sla- 
very into all the S ates. But it does not carry Slavery 
anywhere. It only acts upon it, where It finds it estab- 
lished by the local law. 

' In connection with this point, I am asked to state 
my views of the Dred> Scott ease, and what was really 
determined by the Supreme Court in that case. It is 
my opinion, carefully considered, that the Court deter- 
mined one single point of law only, that is, that Scott, 
the plaintiff, being a negro of African descent (not neces- 
sarily a slave), could not be a dtisen of Missouri, and 
therefore could notsue in the Federal Court ; and that 
forths reason, and, this alone, the Circuit Court had 
no Jurisdiction of the cause, and no power to give 
judgment between the parties. The only jurisdiction 
which the Supreme Court had of the cause was for the 
purpose of correcting the error of the Circuit Court, 
in assuming the power to decide upon the merits of the 
case. This power the Supreme Court did exercise, by 
setting aside the judgment of the Circuit Court upon 
the merits, and by dismissing the suit, without any judg- 
ment for or against either party. This is all that the 
Supreme Court did, and all that it had lawful power 
to do., 

I consider it a great public mbfortune that several of 
the learned judges should have thought that their duty 
required them to cUscuss and give opinions upon various 
questions outside of the case, as the case was actually 
disposed of by the court. All such opinions are extra 
judicial and of no authority. But beside this, it appears 
to me that several of the questions so discussed by the 
judges are political questions, and therefore beyond the 
cognizance of .the judiciary, and proper only to be consi- 
dered and disposed of by the political departments. If I 
am right in this, and it seems to me plain, the precedent 
is most unfortunate, because it may lead to a dangerous 
conflict of authority among the coordinate branches of 
the Government. 

3. As to the colonization of the free blacks. 

For many years I have been connected with the Ameri- 
can Colonization Society, of which the rising young State 
of Liberia is the first trvM. I consider the object both 
humane and wise, beneficent alike to the free blacks who 
emigrate, and to the whites whom they leave behind. But 
Africa is distant, and presents so many obstacles to rapid 
settlement,' that we cannot indulge the hope of draining 
off in that direction the growing numbers of our free black 
population. The tropical regions of America, I think, 
offer a far better prospect both for us and for them. 

4. As to any inequality of rights aniong American citizens. 
I recognize no distinctions among American citizens bu& 

such as are expressly laid down in the Constitution. An& 
I hold that our Government is bound to protect all the 
citizens in the ex^Joyment of all their rights, everywhere 
and against all assailants. And as to all these rights^ 
there u no difference between citiaena bom and citisenft 
made such by law. 

6. Am I in favor of the construction of a railroad from the 
Valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific Ocean, under ihe aus 
pices oS. the General Uovemment r 

Yes, strongly. I not only believe such a road of vast 
importance as the means of increasing the population, 
wealth and power of this great valley, but necessary as 
the means of national defence, and of preserving the 
integrity of the Union. 

6. Am I in favor of the measure called the Homestead bill ? 
Yes; I am for guarding the public lands, as well as 

possible, from the danger of becoming the subject of com- 
mon trade and speculation^-for keeping them for the 
actual use of the people — and for granting tracts of 
suitable size to those .who will actuaUy inhabit and im- 
prove them. 

7, Am I in favor of the immediate admission of Kansas 
under the Wyandot ConsUtutioa ? 

I think that Kansas ought to be admitted without 
delay, leaving her, like all the other States, the sole judgv 
of her own Constitution. 

Thus, gentlemen. I believe I have answered all you» 
inquiries in a plain, Intelli^le manner, and, I hope, ti 
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your tati^ftustUm. I have not attempted to support my 
answers by argument, for that could not be done in a 
short letter; and, restraining myself from going into 
genertd politics, 1 have confined my remarks to the 
particular subjects upon which you requested me to 
write. Your obliged fellow^ciusen, 

EnwAao BAxn. 



JUDGE BATES'S LETTER 

IN SUPPORT OF LINOOLV. 

St. Louis, Jtm^ 11; 1860. 
0. H. Browniko, Esq., Qulncy, III. 

DsAa Sir : When I received your letter of May 22d, I 
had no thought that the answer would be so long de- 
layed ; but, waiving all excuses, I proceed to answer 
it now. 

Under the circumstances of the case it ought not to 
have been doubted that I would give Mr. Lincoln^s nom- 
ination a cordial and hearty support. But in declaring 
my intention to do so, it is due to myself to state some of 
the facte and reasons which have a controlling influence 
over my mind, and which I think ought to be persua- 
sive arguments with some other men, whose political 
opinions and antecedents are, in some important parti- 
eulars, like my own. 

There was no good ground for supposing that I felt 
■any pique or dissatisfaction because the Cliicago Con- 
vention failed to nominate me. I had no such feeling. 
On party grounds, I had no right to expect the nomina- 
tion. I had no claims upon the Republicans as a party, 
fbr I have never been a member of any party, so as to 
be bound by its dogmas, and subject to its discipline, ex- 
cept only the Whig party, which is now broken up, and 
its materials, for the most part, absorbed in other organi- 
sations. And thus I am left, alone and powerless, in- 
deed, but perfectly free to follow the dictates of my own 
Judgment, and to take such part in current politics as 
my own sense of. duty and patriotism may require. 
Many Republicans, and among them, I think, some of 
the most moderate and patriotic of that party, honored 
me with their confidence and desired to make me their 
candidate. For this favor I was indebted to the fact that 
between them and me there was a coincidence of opin- 
ion upon certain important questions of government. 
They and I agreed in believing that the National Govern- 
ment has sovereign power over the Territories, and that 
it would be impolitic and unwise to use that power for 
the propagation of negro Slavery by planting it in Free 
Territory. Some of them believed also that my nomina- 
tion, while it would tei^ N> soften the tone of the Repub- 
lican party, without any abandonment of its principles, 
mif^t tend also to generalize Its character and attract 
the friendship and support of many, especially in the 
border States, who, like me, had never been members of 
their party, but concurred with them In opinion about 
the government of the Territories. These are the grounds, 
and I think thie only grounds, upon wliich I was sup- 
ported at all at Chicago. 

As to the platform put forUi by the Oiilcago Conven- 
tion, I have little to say, because, whether good or bad, 
that will not constitute the ground of my support of Mr. 
Lincoln. I have no great respect for party platforms in 
general. They are commonly made in times of high ex- 
citement, under a pressure of circumstances, and with the 
▼lew to conciliate present support, father than to esta- 
blish a permanent system of principles and line of 
policy for the future good government of country. 
The Oonventions which form them are transient in 
their nature ; their power and influence are consumed In 
the using, leaving no continuing obligation upon their re- 
■pective parties. And hence we need not wonder that 
platforms so made are hardly ever acted upon in prac- 
tice. I shall not discuss their relative merits, but con- 
tent myself with saying that this Republican platform, 
though in several particulars it does not conform to my 
views, is still far better than any published creed, past or 
present, of the Democrats. And as to the new party, it 
has not chosen to promulgate any platform at all, except 
two or three broad generalities which are common to the 
professions of faith of all parties in the country. No 
party, indeed, dare ask the confidence of the nation, 
while openly denying the obligation to support the Union 
and the Constitution and to enforce the laws. That is a 
common duty, binding upon every citizen, and the failure 
to perform it is a crime. ^ 

To me it is plain that the approaching contest must l>e 
Ixttween the Democratic and the Republican parties ; and, 
between them, I prefer the latter. 

The Democratic party, by the long possession and 
abuse of power, has grown wanton and reckless ; has 



corrupted Itself and perverted the principles of the CK/- 
vernment ; has set itself openly against the great home 
interests •of the people, by neglecting to protect theli 
industry, and by refusing to improve and keep in order 
the highways and depots of commerce ; and even now is 
urging a measure in Congress to abdicate the constitu- 
tional power and duty to regulate commerce among the 
States, and to grant to the States the discretionary 
power to levy tondage duties upon all our commerce, 
under the pretense of improving harbors, rivers, and 
lakes ; has changed the status of the negro slave by mak- 
ing him no longer mere property, but a politician, an 
antagonist power in the State, a power to which all other 
powers are required to yield, under penalty of a dissolu- 
tion of the Union ; has directed its energies to the grati- 
fication of its lusts of foreign domain, as manifested in its 
persistent efforts to seise upon tropical regions, not be- 
cause those countries and their incongruous people are 
necessary, or even desirable, to be incorporated into cur 
nation, but for the mere purpose of making Slave States, 
in order to advance tnb political power of the party in 
the Senate and in the choice of the President, so aa» 
effectually to transfer the chief powers of the Governirent 
from the many to the few; has in various instances 
endangered the equality of the codrdinate branches of the 
GK>vernment, by urgent efforts to enlarge the powers of 
the Executive at the expense of the Legislative depart- 
ment; has attempted to discredit and degrade the Judi- 
ciary, by affecting to make it, at first, the arbiter of 
party quarrels, to become soon and inevitably tne pas- 
sive registrar of a party decree. 

In most, if not all these particulars, I understand the 
Republican party (judging It by its acts and by the 
known opinions of many of its leading men) to be the 
exact opposite of the Democratic party ; and that is the 
ground of my preference of the one party over the other. 
And that alone would be a sufficient reason, if I had no 
other good reasons, for supporting Mr. Lincoln against 
any man who may be put forward by the Democratic 
party, as the exponent of its principles and the agent to 
work out, in practice, its dangerous policies. 

The third party, which, by its formation, has destroyed 
the organisation of the American and Whig parties, has 
nominated two most excellent men. I know them well, 
as sound statesmen and true patriots. More than thii ty 
years ago I served with them both in Congress, and>from 
that time to this I have always held them in respect and 
honor. But what can the third party do toward the elec- 
tion of even such worthy men as these against the two 
great parties which are now in actual contest for the 
power to rule the nation ? It is made up entirely of pon* 
tions of the disintegrated elements of the late Whig and 
American parties — good materials, in the main, I admit, 
but quite too weak to elect any man or establish anj 
principle. The most it can do is, here and there in par 
ticular localities, t6 make a diversion in favor of the 
Democrats. In 1S66, the Whig and American parties 
(not forming & new party^ but united as allies), with en- 
tire unanimity and some zeal, supported Mr. FiUmore for 
the Presidency, and with what results? We made a 
miserable failure, carrying n6 State but gallant little 
Maryland. And, surely, the united Whigs and Ameri- 
cans of that day had a far greater show of strength and 
far better prospects of success than any which belong to 
the Constitutional Union party now. In fact, I see no 
possibiity of success for the third party, except in one 
contingency— the Destruction of the Democratic party. 
That is a contigency not likely to happen this year, for, 
badly as I tidnk of many of the acts and policies of that 
party, its cup is not yet full— the A&y has not yet come 
when it must dissolve in its own corruptions. But the 
day is coming, and is not far off. The party has made 
itself entirely sectional ; it has concentrated its very be- 
ing into one single idea ; negro Slavery has control of all 
its faculties, and it can see and hear nothing else — ** onh 
stem, tyrannic thought, that makes all other tho^ghta 
its slaves !" 

But the Democratic party still lives, and while It lives, It 
and the Republican party are the only real antagonistic 
powers in the nation, and for the present, I must choose 
between them. I choose the latter, as wiser, purer, 
younger and less corrupted by time and self-indulgence. 

The candidates nominated at Chicago are both men who, 
as Individuals and politicians, rank with the foremost of 
the country. I have heard no objection to Mr. Hamlin 
personally, but only to his geographical position, wtdch is 
thought to be too far North and £ast to allow his personal 
good qualities to exercise their proper influence over the 
nation at large. But the nomination for the Presidency is 
the great controlling act. Mr. Lincoln, his character, 
talents, opinions and history will be criticised by thou- 
sands, while the candidate for the Vice-Presidency will be 
passed over in comparative lUlcnce. 



900 



A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



Ifr. Lincoln^g nomination took the public by surprise, 
because, until just before the event, it was unexpected. 
But really it ought not to hare excited any surprise, for 
such unforeseen nominations are common in our political 
history. Polk and Pierce, by the Democrats, and Harri- 
son and Taylor, by the Whigs, were all nominated in this 
extemporaneous manner — all of them were elected. I 
have known Mr. IJncoln for more than twenty yean, and 
therefore have a right to speak of him with some confi- 
dence. As an individual, he has earned a hish reputation 
for truth, courage, candor, morals, and amiability ; so that, 
as a man, he is most trustworthy. And in this particular, 
he is more entitled to our esteem than some other men, his 
equals, who had far better opportunities and aids in early 
life. His talents, and the wUl to use them to the best ad- 
vantage, are unquestionable ; and the proof is found in the 
fact that, in every position in life, from his humble begtn^ 
ning to his present well-earned elevation, he has more than 
fulfilled the best hopes of his friends. And now, in the full 
vigor of his manhood, and in the honest pride of having 
made himself what he is, he is tbe peer of the first man of 
the nation, well able to sustain himself and advance his 
cause, ac^iinst any adversary, and in any field, where mind 
and knowledge are the weapons used. 

In politics he has but acted out the principle of his 
own moral and intellectual character. He has not con- 
cealed his thoughts nor hidden his light under a busheL 
With the boldness of conscious rectitude and the frank- 
ness of downright honesty, he has not failed to avow his 
opinions of public affairs upon all fitting occasions. 

This I know may subject him to the carping censure 
of that class of politicians who mistake cunning for wis- 
dom and falsehood for ingenuity ; but such men as Lin- 
coln must act in keeping with their own characters, and 
hope for success only by advancing the truth prudently 
and maintaining it bravely. All his old political ante- 
cedents are, in my judgment, exactly right, being square 
up to the old Whig standard. And as to his views about 
** the pestilent negro question," I am not aware that he 
has gone one step beyond the doctrines publicly and 
habitually avowed by the great lights of the Whig party. 
Clay, Webster, and their fellows, and indeed sustained 
and carried out by the Democrats themselves, in their 
wiser and better days. 

The following, I suppose, are in brief his opinions up- 
on that subject : 1. Slavery is a domestic institution 
wittfln the States which choose to have it, and it exists 
within those States beyond the control of Congress. 
2. Congress has supreme legislative power over all the 
Territories, and may, at Its discretion, allow or forbid the 
existence of Slavery within them. & Congress, in wis- 
dom and sound policy, ought not so to exercise Its power, 
directly or indirectly, as to plant and establish Slavery 
in any Territory theretofore free. 4. And. that It is unwise 
and impolitic in the Government of the United States, to 
acquire tropical regions for the mere purpose of convert- 
ing them into Slave States. 

These, I believe, are Mr. Lincoln's opinions upon the 
matter of Slavery in the Territories, and I concur in 
them. They are no new inventions, made to suit the ex- 
igencies of the hour, but have come down to us, as the 
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution have, 
sanctioned by the venerable authority of the wise and 
good men who established our institutions. They are 
conformable to law, principle and wise policy, and their 
utility is proven in practice by the as yet unbroken cur- 
rent of our political history. They will prevail, not only 
because they are right In themselves, but also because a 
great and still growing majority of the people believe 
them to be right ; and the sooner they are allowed to 
prevail in peace and harmony, the better for all con- 
cerned, as well those who .are against them as those who 
are for them. 

I am aware that smalll partisans, in their little war&re 
against opposing leaders, do sometimes assail them by 
the trick of tearing from their contexts some particular 
objectionable phrases, penned, perhaps, in the hurry of 
composition, or spoken in the heat of oral debate, and 



holding them up to the public as the leading doctrines 
of the person assailed, and drawing from them their own 
uncharitable inferences. That line of attack betrays a 
little mind conscious of its weakness, for the falsity of its 
logic is not more apparent than the injustice of its de- 
signs. No public man can stand, that ordeal, and, how- 
ever willing men may be to see it applied to their adver- 
saries, all flinch from the torture when applied to them- 
selves. In fact, the roan who never said a foolish thing, 
will hardly be able to prove that he ever said many wi^e 
ones. 

1 consider Mr. lincoln a sound, safe, national man. He 
could not be sectional if he tried. His birth, education, 
the h8A)it8 of his life, and his geographical position, ccni- 
pel him to be national. All his feelings and hiterest are 
identified with the great valley of the Mississippi, near 
whose centre he has spent his whole life. The valley is 
not a section, but, conspicuously, the body of the nation, 
and. large as it is, it is not capable of being divided into 
sections, for the great river cannot be divided. It is one 
and indivisible, and the North and the South are alike 
necessary to its comfort and prosperity. Its people, too, 
hi all their interests and affections, are as broad and 
general as the regions they inhabit. They are emigrants, 
a mixed multitude, coming from every State in the Union, 
and from most countries in Europe ; they are unwilling, 
therefore, to sulbmit to any one petty local standard. 
They love the nation as a whole, and they love ail its 
parts, for they are bound to them all, not only by a feel- 
ing of common interest and mutual dependence, but also 
by the recollections of childhood and youth, by blood and 
friendship, and by all those social and domestic charities 
which sweeten life, and make tliis world worth living in. 
The valley is beginning to feel its power, and will soon be 
strong enough to dictate the law of the land. Whenever 
that state of things shall come to pass, it will be most 
fortunate for the nation to find the powers of Government 
lodged in the hands of men whose habits of thought, 
whose position and surrounding circumstances, constrain 
them to use those powers for general and not sectional 
ends. 

I give my opinion freely in favor of Mr. Lincoln, and I 
hope that for the good of the whole country, he may be 
elected. But it Is not my intention to take any active 
part in the canvass. For many years past, I have had 
little to do with public affairs, and have asphred to no 
political office ; and now, in view of the mad excitement 
which convulses the country, and the general disruption 
and disorder of parties and the elements which compose 
them, I am more tiian ever assured that for me, person- 
ally, there is no political future, and I accept the condi- 
tion with cheerfrd satisfaction. Still, I cannot discharge 
myself from the life-long duty to watch the conduct of 
men in power, and to redst, so far as a mere private man 
may, the fearful progress of official corruption, wiilch for 
several years past has sadly marred and defiled the fair 
fabric of our Government. 

If Mr. Lincoln should be elected, coming In as a new 
ban at the head of a young party never before In power, 
he may render a great service to his country, which no 
Democrat could render. He can march straight forward 
in the discharge of his high duties, guided only by his own 
good judgment and honest purposes, without any necessity 
to temporise with established abuses, to wink at the delin- 
quencies of old party IHends, or to unlearn and discard 
the bad official habits that have grown up under the mis- 
government of Ills Democratic predecessors. In short, he 
can be an honest and bold reformer on easier and cheaper 
terms than any Democratic Prraident can be— for, in pro- 
ceeding in the good work of cleansing and purifying the 
administrative departments, he will have no occasiqn to 
expose the vices, assail the Interests, or thwart the ambi- 
tion of his political friends. 

Belling your pardon for the length of this letter, I 
remain, wiUi great respect, your friend and obedient 
servant, 

Edwabd Batml 
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THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 



So much has been wildly said of what is 
termed the ** Monroe Doctrine," in regard to the 
influence of European Powers on this continent, 
that we publish exactly what President Monroe 
said on the subject. We copy from the Seventh 
Annual Message of Mr. Monroe, dated December 
2, 1823 : 

*' It was stated, at the commencement of the last session, 
that a great effort was then making in Spain and Portugal 
to improve the condition of the people of those countries, 
and that it appeared to be conducted with extraordinary 
moderation. It need scarcely be remarlced that tUe re- 
suit has been, so far, very different from what was then 
anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, with 
which we have 80 much intercourse, and from which we 
derive our origin, we have always been anxious and in- 
t«rested spectators. The citizens of the United States 
cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty 
and happiness of their feliow-men on that side of the 
Atlantic. In the wars of the European powers, in matters 
relating to themselves, we have never taken any part, 
nor does it comport with our policy so to do. It is only 
when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced, that 
we resent ii^uries or make preparation for our defense. 
With the movements in this hemisphere we are of neces- 
sity more immediately connected, and by causes which 
must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial obser- 
vers. The political system of the allied powers is essen- 
tially difl'erent in this respect from that of America. 
This difference proceeds from that which exists in their 
respective governments. And to the defense of our own, 
which has been achieved by the loss of so mbch blood and 
treasure, and matured by the wisdom of their moat 
enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We 
owe it, theref >re, to candor, and to the amicable relations 
existing between the United States and those powers to 
declare, that we should consider any attempt on their 
part to extend their system to any portion of tliis hemi- 
sphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the 
existing colonies or dependencies of any European power 
we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with 
the governments who have declared their independence, 



and maintained it, and whose independence we have, on 
great consideration, and on just principles, acknowledged, 
we couid not view any interposition for the purpose of 
oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their 
desiiny, by any European power, in any other light than 
as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward 
the Unit«il States. In the war between these new govern- 
ments and Spain, we declared our neutrality at the time 
of their recognition, and to this we have adhered, and 
shall continue lo a<lhere, prorided no change shall occur, 
wtiich in the judgment of the competent authorities of this 
Government, shall make a corresponding change on the 
part of tiie United States indinpensable to their security. 
" The late events in Spain and Portugal show that Europe 
is still unsettled. Of this important fact no stranger proof 
can be adduced than that the allied powers should have 
thought it proper, on a principle satisfactory to them^^ 
selves, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns 
of Spain. To what extent such interposition may be car- 
ried, on the same principle, is a question to which all 
independent powers, whose governments differ from 
theirs, are interested — even those most remote, and surely 
none more so than the United States. Our policy in re- 
gard to Europe, which was adopt«d at an early stage of 
the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the 
globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to 
interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers ; to 
consider the Qovernment, ds facto ^ as the legitimate 
Government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, 
and to preserve those relatioui; by a frank, firm, and 
manly policy ; meeting, in all instances, the just claims of 
every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in 
regard to these continents, circumstances are eminently 
and conspicuously different. It is impossible that the 
allied powers should extend their political system to any 
portion of either continent without endangering our 
peace and happiness ; nor can any one believe that oar 
southern brethren, if left to themselves, would adopt it of 
their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, 
that we should behold such interposition, in any form, 
with indifference. If we look to the comparative strength 
and resources of Spain and those new Governments, and 
their distance from each other, it must be obvious that . 
she can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of 
the United States to leave the parties to themselves, in 
; the hope that other powers will pursue the same course.** 



STATES AND STATESMEN" ON THE SLAVEEY QUESTION. 



WISCONSIN FOB FREE SOIL. 

The following resolutions were adopted by 
the Wisconsin (Democratic) Legislature in 1848, 
with only three dissenting yotes in the Senate 
and five in the House : 

Whereas^ Slavery is an eyil of the first magnitude, 
morally and politically, and whatever may be the 
consequences, it is our duty to prohibit its extension in 
all cases where such prohibition Is allowed by the Con- 
stitution: Therefore, 

BMoloedf By the Senate and Assembly of the State of 
Wisconsin, that the introduction of Slavery into this 
country is to be deeply deplored; that its extension 
ought to be prohibited by every constitutional barrier 
within the power of Congress : that in the admission of 
new territory into the Union, there ought to be an in- 
hibitory provision against its introduction, unless clearly 
and unequivocally admitted by the Constitution — inas- 
much as in all cases of doubtful construction, the Rights 
of Man and the cause of Liberty ought to prevail. 

JlMoloed^ That our Senators in Congress be, and they 
are hereby, instructed, and our Representatives are re- 
quested, to use their influence to insert into the organic 
act for the government of any new territory already 
acquired or hereafter to be acquired, that is now free, an 
ordinance forever prohibiting the introduction of 
Slavery or involuntary servitude into said territory ex- 



cept as a punishment for crime, of which the party shall 
have been duly convicted according to law. 

Resolved, That His Excellency the Governor is here- 
by requested immediately to forward a copy of the fore- 
going resolutions to each of our Senators and Represen- 
tatives, to be by them laid before Congress. 



TIIE DEHOCRACT 



OP MAIN^ 
PROVISO. 



FOR THE WILMOT 



Resolutions adopted by a Convention of the 

Democratic party of Maine, in June, 1849 : 

Be^ok>ed, That the institution of human Slavery is at 
variance with the theory of our government, abhorrent 
to the common sentiments of mankind, and fraught witli 
danger to all who come within the sphere of its influence, 
that the Federal Government possesses adequate power 
to inhibit its existence in the Territories of the Union ; 
and that we enjoin upon our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress to make every exertion and employ all 
their influence to procure the passage of a law forever 
excluding Slavery from the Territories of California and 
New-Mexico. 

DELAWARE FOR FREE TERRITOIIT. 

The following preamble and resolution wore 
adopted by the Legislature of Delaware iu 

1847 : 
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WherenUf A crisis has arrived in the public affairs of 
the Nation, which requires the free and full ezpressiou of 
the people, through their legal representatlyes ; and 
Wh&recUt The United States is at war with the Republic 
of Mexico, occasioned by the Annexation of Texas, witii 
a view to the addition of Slave Territory to our country, 
and the extending of Slave power in oar Union ; and 
WhereaSf In the opinion of the General Assembly, such 
acquisitions are hostile to the spirit of our Free Insti* 
tutions, and contrary to sound morality ; therefore be it 

Besoleed, By the Senate and House of Representatives 
of tiies3(ate of Delaware in General Assembly met, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby 
r quested to vote against the aonexation of any Territory 
to uur Union, which shall not thereafter be forever free 
from Slavery. 

MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST BLAYKBT. 

The following resolution was passed by the 
Legislature of Massachusetts in 1847, in con- 
nection with others on the subject of the Mexi- 
can war. 

Be9oU)edy That our attention is directed anew to the 
wrong and *' enormity *' of Slavery, and to the tyranny 
and usurpation of the '^ Slave Power," as displayed in the 
history of our country, particularly in the annexation of 
Texas, and the present war with Blexico, and that we are 
impressed with the unalterable condition, that a regard 
for the fair fame of our country, for Uie principle of 
morals, and for that righteousness that exalteth a nation, 
sanctions and requires all constitutional efforts for the 
destruction of the unjust influence of the Slave power, 
and for the abolition of Slavery withia the limits of the 
United States. 

THE WHIGS OF MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST 

SLAVERT. 

The Massachusetts State Convention, held at 
Springfield, in the latter part of the month of 
September, 1847, and at which Daniel Webster 
was nominated as a candidate for the Presi- 
dency, passed the following among other re- 
solutions : 

BeaoVoed^ That the war with Mexico — the predicted, if 
not the legitimate offspring, of the annexation of Texas — 
begun in a palpable violation of the Constitution, and 
the usurpation of the powers of Congress by the Presi- 
dent, and carried on in reckless indifference and disregard 
of the blood and treasure of the Nation — can have no 
ofaiject which can be effected by the acquisition of Mexi- 
can territory, under the circumstance of the country — 
unless under adequate securities for the protection of 
human liberty — can have no other probable result than 
the ultimate advancement of the sectional supremacy of 
the Slave Power. 

After recommending "Peace with Mexico, 
without dismemberment,*' and " No addition of 
Mexican Territories to the American Union/* 
the Convention 

Jiesolvedt That if this course should be rejected and the 
war shall be prosecuted to the final sul^ectidn or dismem- 
berment of Mexico, tiie Whigs of Massachusetts now de- 
clare, and put this declaration of purpose on record, that 
Massachusetts will never consent that Mexican Territory, 
however acquired, shall become a part of the American 
Union, unless on the unalterable condition that '* there 
shall be neither Slavery nor Involuntary Servitude therein, 
otherwise than in.the punishment of crime." 

Betohotd^ That in making this declaration of her< pur- 
pose, Massachusetts announces no new principle of action 
in regard to her sister States, and malces no new applica- 
tion of principles already acknowledged. She merely 
States the great American principle embodied In our De- 
claration of Independence — the poliUeal equality of per- 
sons in the civil state ; the principles adopted in Uie legis- 
lation of the States under the Confederation, and some- 
times by the Constitution — in the admission of all the 
Dew states formed from the only Territory belonging to 
the Union at the adoption of the Constitution— It is, in 
short, the imperishable principle set fbrth in the ever 
memorable Ordinance of 1787, which has for more than 
half a century been the fundamental law of human 
liberty in the great valley of the Lakes, the Ohio, and 
the Mississippi, with what brilliant success, and witli what 
unparalleled results, let the great and growing States of 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, answer 
and declare. 



MR. WKBSTEB AGAINST SLAVERY EXTENSION. 

Ill tlie United States Senate, in Aug., 1848, 
Mr. Webster, in speaking on the bill to organize 
the Territory of Oregon with a clause prohibit- 
ing Slavery, said : 

The question now is, whether it is not competent to 
Congress, in the exercise of a fair and just discretion, to 
say that, considering that there have been five slave- 
holding States (Louisiana, Florida, Arkansas, Missouri 
and Texas) added to the Union out of foreign acquisi- 
tions, and as yet only one Free State, whether, nnder this 
state of things, it is unreasonable and unjust in the 
sliglitest degree to limit their farther extensl.^n ? That is 
the question. I see no injustice in it. As to the power 
of Congress I have DOtUng to add to what I said the 
other day. I have said that lahall conseni to no Eoor 
Uneion of like arsa </ JSlaesry on tMa Continent, not 
any increase of Siav€ Bepreseniation in ths otka 
Mouu of Oongrut* 

MILLARD riLLM0RE*3 VIEWS. 

Hit Buffalo Letter o/1838. 

BviTALO, Oct. 17, 1838. 

Sir : Yotur communication of the 18th inst., as chtdrman 
of the committee appointed by " The Anti-Slavery Socletr 
of the County of Ene." has Just come to hand. Ton solicn 
my answer to the following interrogatories : 

Ist. Do you believe that petitions to Congress, on the 
subject of Slavery and the Slave-trade, ought to be re- 
ceived, read, and respectfully considered by the represen- 
tatives of the people ? 

2d. Are you opposed to the annexation of Texas to this 
Union under any circumstances, so long as slaves are held 
therein ? 

8d. Are you in favor of Congress exercising all the 
power it possesses to abolish the Internal Slave-trade be- 
tween the States ? 

4th. Are you in favor of immediate legislation for the 
Abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia t 

Answer. — I am much engaged, and have no time -to 
enter Into argument, or explain at lebgth my reasons for 
my opinions. I shall therefore content myself, for the 
present, by answering all your interrogatories in the affir- 
mative, and leave for some future occasion a more ex- 
tended discussion on the subject. 

I would, however, take this occasion to sav, that in thus 
frankly giving my opinion, I would not denre to have it 
understood In the nature of a pledge. At the same time 
that I seek no disguise, but freely give my sentiments on 
any subject of interest to those for whose sulfrages 1 am a 
candidate, I am opposed to giving any pledge that shall 
deprive me hereafter of all discretionary power. My own 
character must be ttie guaranty for the general correct- 
ness of my legislative deportment. On every important 
subject I am bound to deliberate before I act, and espe- 
cially as a legislator, to possess myself of all the informs 
tlon, and listen to every argument that can be adduced 
by my associates, before I ^Ive a final vote. If I stand 
pledged to a particular course of action, I cease to be a 
responsible agent, but I become a mere machine. Should 
subsequent events show, beyond all doubt, that the course 
I had become pledged to pursue was ruinous to my con- 
stituents and disgraceful to myself, I have no aliemative, 
no opportunity for repentance, and there is no power to 
absolve me firom my obligation. Hence the Impropriety, 
not to say absurdity, in my view, of giving a pledge. 

I am aware that you have not asked my pledge, and 1 
believe I know your sound Judgment and good sense too 
well to think you desire any sudi thing. It was, however, 
to prevent any misrepresentation on the part of others, 
that I have felt it my duty thus much on ttus subject. 

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Mif.T.twn FlLLMOBB. 

W. Mills, Esq., obalpnai). 
MR. FILLMORE^S ALBANY SPEECH OF 185Q. 

The following is Mr. Fillmore's speech, de- 
livered at Albany, in July, 1856 : 

Mr. Mayor and FeUotc-CiiiMens : This overwbelndng 
demonstration of congratulation and welcome almost de- 
prives me of the power of speech. Here, nearly thirty 
years ago, I commenced mv political career. In thb 
building I first saw a legislative body In session ; but at 
that time it never entered into the aspirations of my 
heart that I ever should receive such a welcome as this 
in the capital of my native State. 

Tou have been pleased, sir,* to allude to my former 
services and my probable course if I should a«ain be 
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called to the position of Chief Magistrate of the nation. 
It is not pleasant to speak of one*s self, yet I trust that 
the occasion will -Justify me in briefly alluding to one or 
two events connected with my administration. You all 
know that when I was called to the Executive chair by a 
"bereavement which shrouded a nation in Aournlng, that 
the country was unfortunately agitated flrom one end to 
the other upon the all-exciting subject of Slavery. It 
iras then, sir, that I felt it- my duty to rise above every , 
sectional prejudice, and look to the welfare of the whole 
nation. I was x»nnpelled to a certain extent to overcome 
long-cherished prejudices, and disregard party claims. 
But in doing this, sir, I- did no more than was done by 
many abler and better men than myself. I was by no 
means the sole instrument, under Providence, in har- 
moniaing these diffloulUes. There were' at' that time 
noble, independent, high-souled men In both Uoiises of 
Congress, belonging to both the great political parties of 
the country— Whigs and Democrats— who spurned the 
dictation of selfish party leaders, and rallied around my 
administration in support of the great measures which 
restored peace to an agitated and distracted country. 
Some of these have gone to their eternal rest, with the. 
blessings of their country on their heads, but others yet 
survive, deserving the benediction and honors of a 
grateful people. By the blessings of Divine Providence, 
our eiforts were crowned with signal success, and when 
I left the Presidential chair, the whole nation was pros- 
perous and contented, and our relations with all foreign 
nations were of the most amicable kind. The cloud that 
hung upon the horizon was dissipated. But where are 
we now ? Alas I threatened at home with civil war, and 
from abroad with a rupture of our peaceful relations. I 
shall not seek to trace the causes of this change. These 
are the facts, and it is for you to ponder upon them. Of 
the present Administration I have nothing to say, for I 
know and can appreciate the difficulties of administering 
this government, and if the present Executive and his 
supporters have with good Intentions and honest hearts 
made a mistake, I hope God may forgive them as I freely 
do. But, if there be those who have brouKht these cal- 
amities upon the country for selfish or ambitious objects, 
it is your duty, fellow-citizens, to hold them to a strict 
responsibility. 

The agitation which disturbed the peace of the coun- 
try in 1850, was unavoidable. It was brought upon us 
by the acquisition of new territory, for the government 
of which It was necessary to provide territorial organi- 
zation. But it Is for you to say whether the present agi- 
tation, which distracts the country and threatens us wUh 
civil war, has not been recklessly and wantonly pro- 
duced, by the adoption of a measure to aid personal ad- 
vancement rather than in any public good. 

Sir, you have been pleased to say, that I have the 
Union of these States at heart ; this, sir. Is most true, for 
if there be one object dearer to me than atay other. It is 
the unity, prosperity, and glory of this great republic ; 
and I confess frankly, sir, that I fear it is in danger. I 
say nothing of any particular section, much less of the 
[Several candidates before the people. I presume they 
are all honorable men. But, sir, what do we see ? An 
exasperated feeling between the North and the South, on 
the most exciting of all topics, resulting In bloodshed 
And organized military array. 

But this is not all, sir. We see a political party pre- 
senting candidates for the Presidency and Yice-Presi- 
I dency., selected for the first time from the Free States 
alone, with the avowed purpose of electing these candi- 
dates by suffrages of one part of the Union only, to role 
over the whole United States. Can It be possible that 
those who are engaged In such a measure can have seri- 
ously reflected upon the consequences which must inevi- 
tably follow, in case of success? Can they have the 
madness or the folly to believe that our Southern breth- 
ren would submit to be governed by such a Chief Magis- 
trate ? Would he be required to follow the same rule 
prescribed by those who elected liim. In making his ap- 

£ ointments f If a man living south of Mason and Dixon's 
ne be not worthy to be President or Vice-President, 
would It be proper to select one from the same quarter 
as one of his cabinet council or to represent the nation 
in a foreign country ? Or, indeed, to collect the revenue, 
or admUiister the laws of the United States? If not, 
what new rule b the President to adopt io selecting men 
for office, that the people themselves discard In selecting 
him ? These are serious, but practical questions, and in 
order. to appreciate them fully, It Is only necessary to 
turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that the South, 
having a majority of the electoral votes, should declare 
that they would only have slaveholders for President 
and Vice-President, and should elect such by their ex- 
iiiuslve S'l/frages to rule over us at the North. Do you 



think we would submit to It ? No, not for a moment. 
And do you believe that your Southern brethren are less 
sensitive on this subject than you are, or less jealous of 
their rights ? If you do, let me tell you that you are 
mistaken. And, therefore, you must see that if this sec> 
tional party succeeds. It lends inevitably to the destruc- 
tion of this beautiful fabric reared by our forefathers, ce- 
mented by their blood, and bequeathed to us as a price- 
less Inheritan-c 
■ I tell you, hiy friends, that I feel deeply, and there- 
fore I speak earnestly on this subject (cries of ■* you're 
Tight !"; for I feel that you are in danger. I am deter- 
mined to make it clean breast of it. I will wash my 
hands of the consequences, whatever they may be ; and 
I tell you that we are treading upon the brink of a vol- 
cano, that is liable at any moment to burst forth and 
overwhelm the nation. I might, by soft words, inspire 
delusive hopes, and thereby win votes. But I can never 
consent to be one thing to the North and another to the 
South. I should despLse myself. If I could be guilty of 
such duplicity. For my conscience would exclaim, with 
the dramatic poet : 

** Is there not some chosen cur^e, 
Some hklden thunder in the stores of he.aven, 
Red with unoommon wrath, to blast the man 
Who owes his greatness to his country's ruin T" 

In the language of the lamented, but immortal Clay : 
" I had rather foe right than be President !*' 

It seems to me impossible that those engaged in this 
can have contemplated the awful consequences of suc- 
cess. If it breaks asunder the bonds of our Union, and 
spreads anarchy and civil war through the land, what la 
It less than moral treason? Law and common sense 
hold a man responsible for the natural consequence of 
his acts, and must not those whose acts tend to the de- 
struction of the Government, be equally held responsi- 
ble? 

And let me also add, that when this Union is dissolved, 
it will not be divided into two republics, or two mon- 
archies, but be broken into fragments, and at war with 
each ather. 

MR. FILLMORK^S LETTER TO A NSW-TORK UNION 
MEETING IN 1859. 

The following is an extract from a letter of 
Mr. Fillmore, (dated Dec. 16, 1859), in reply to 
an invitation to attend a Union Meeting at 
Cooper Institute, Xew-York. 

But it seems to me that if my opinions are of. any im- 
portance to my countrymen, they now have them in a 
much more responsible and satisfactory form than I 
could give ' them by participating in the proceedings of 
any meeting. My sentiments on this unfortunate ques- 
tion of slavery, and the constitutional rigiits of the South 
In regard to It, have not changed since they were made 
manifest to the whole country by the performance of a 
painful duty In approving and enforcing the Fugitive 
Slave Law. What the Constitution gives I would cou- 
cede at every sacrifice. I would not seek to enjoy its 
benefits without sharing Its burdens and Its responslbiU' 
ties. I know of no other rule of political riglit or expedi- 
ency. Those were my sentiments then— they are my 
sentiments now. I stand by the Constitution of my 
country at every hazard, and am prepared' to mainta.u 
it at every sacrifice. 

Here I might stop ; but since I have yielded to the im> 
pulse to write, I will not hesitate to express, very briefly, 
my views on one or two events which have occurred 
since I retired from office, and which, in all probability, 
have given rise to your meeting. This I cannot do intel- 
ligibly, without a brief reference to some events which 
occurred during my administration. - 

All must remember that in 1S49 and 1850, the country 
was severely agitated on this disturbing question of 
Slavery. That contest grew out of the acquisition 
of new territory from Mexico, and a contest between the 
North and South as to whether Slavery should be toler- 
ated in any part of that Territory. Mixed up with this, 
was a claim on the part of the' slaveholding States, that 
the provision of the Constitution for the rendition of 
fugitives from service should be made available, as the 
law of 1798 on that subject, which depended chiefly on 
State officers for its execution, had become inoperative, 
because State officers were not obliged to perform that 
duty. 

After a severe struggle, which threatened the integrity 
of the Union, Congress finally passed laws settling these 
questions ; and the Government and the people for a 
time seemed t« acquiesce In that compromise as a final 
settlement of this exciting question ; and it b exceedingly 
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lo be regretted that mistaken ambition or the hope of 
promoting a party triumph should have tempted any 
»ne to raise this question again. But in an evil hour this 
Pandora^s box of Slavery was again opened by what I 
conceive to be an unjustifiable attempt to force Slavery 
into Kansas by a repeal of the Missouri Compromise, and 
the floods of evils now swelling and threatening to over- 
throw the Constitution, and sweep away the foundation 
ef the Government itself, and deluge this land with fra- 
ternal blood, may all be traced to this unfortunate act. 
Whatever might have been the motive, few acts have 
ever "been so barren of good, and so fruitful of evIL 

EDWARD EYERETT^S OPINIONS ON 8LAYEBT. 

Tbi following is an extract of a speech of 
Mr. Everett, delivered in the House of Represen- 
tatives, March 9, 1826. (See Benton^a Abridg- 
ment of Congressional Debates, vol. 8, page 
711.) 

Having touched upon this point, I ong^t. perhaps, ta 
add that, if there are any members in thb House of Uiat 
class of politicians to whom the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Saunders) alluded, as having the disposition, 
though not the power, to disturb the compromise contidned 
in the Constitution on this point, I am not of the number. 
Neither am I one of those citizens of the North, to whom 
another honorable gentleman referred, in a pubucation to 
which Ills name was subecribed, who would think it im- 
moral and irreligious to Join in putting down a servile in- 
surrection at the South: I am no soldier, sir ; my habits 
and educaUon are very unmilltary, but' there is no cause 
in which I would sooner buckle a knapsack to my back, 
and put a musket on my shoulder, than that. I would 
cede the whole conUnent to any one who would take it — 
to Enghtnd, to France, to Spain ; I would see it sunk in 
the bottom of the ocean before I would see any part of 
this fair America converted into a continental Haytl, by 
that awfiil process of bloodshed and desolation, by which 
alone such a catastrophe could be brought on. The great 
relation of servitude, in some form or other, with greater 
or less departure from the theoretic equanty of man. is 
inseparable from our nature. I know of no way by which 
the form of this servitude shall be fixed, but poUUcal insti- 
tution. Domestic Slavery — though, I confess, not that 
form of servitude which seems to be the most beneficial to 
the master — certainly not that which is most beneficial to 
the servant— is not, in my Judgment, to be set down as an 
immoral and irreligious relation. I cannot admit that re- 
ligion has but one voice to the slave, and that this voice 
is, " Rise against your Master." No, sir ; the New Testa- 
ment says, "Slaves, obey your Masters;" and, though I 
know ftdl well that, in the benignant operation of Chris- 
tianity, which gathered master and slave around the same 
communion-table, this unfortunate institution disappeared 
in Europe, yet I cannot admit that, while it subsists, and 
where it subsists, its duties are not presupposed and sanc- 
tioned by religion. I certainly am not called upon to 
meet the charges brought against this institution, yet truth 
obliges me to say a word more on the subject. I know 
the condition of working classes in other countries ; I am 
intimately acquainted with it in some other countries, and 
I have no' hesitation in saying that I believe the slaves in 
this country are better clothed and fed, and less hardly 
worked, than the peasantry of some of the most prosper- 
ous States of the continent of Europe. Consider the 
checks on population. What keeps populaUon down? 
Poverty, want, starvation, disease, and all the ills of life ; 
it is these that check population all over the world. Now, 
the slave population of the United States increases faster 
than the white, masters included. What is the inference 
as to the physical condition of the two classes of society ? 
These are opinions I have long entertained, and long 
since publicly professed on this subject, and which I here 
repeat in answer to the intimations to which I have al- 
ready alluded. But, sir, when Slavery comes to enter 
into the Constitution as a political element — ^when it comes 
to affect the distribution of power amongst the States of 
the Union, that is a matter of agreement. If I make an 
agreement on this subject, I will adhere to it like a man ; 
but I will protest against any inferences being made from 
it like that which was made by the honorable mover of 
these resolutions. I will protest against popularity, as 
well as votes, being increased by the ratio of three-fifths 
of the Slaves. 

MR. ICITCHELL^S VIEWS. 

Mr. Mitchell, of Tennessee. — Sir, I do not go the length 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and bold that the 
existence of Slavery in this country is almost a blessing. 
On the contrary, I am firmly settled in the opinion that it 



li a great curse— one of the greatest evils that could iutve 
been interwoven into our system. I, Mr. Chsdrman, am 
one of those whom these poor wretches call master ; I do 
not task them ; I feed and clothe them well ; but yet, 
alas 1 shr, tlv y are slaves, and Slavery is a curse in any 
shape. It is, no doubt, true that there are persons in 
Europe far more degraded than our slaves, worse fed, 
worse clothed, etc ; but, shr, this is far from proving that 
negroes ought to be slaves. 

John Randolph, of Yhrghiia.— Shr, I envy neither the 
head nor heart of that man from the North who rises here 
to defend Slavery upon principle. 

MR. CAMBRELENO^S TISWS. 

Churchill C. Cambreleng, of N. T., (formerly of N. C.> 
— ^The gentleman from Massachusetts has gone too far. 
He has expressed opinions which ought not to escape with- 
out animadversion. I heard them with equal surprise and 
regret. I was astonished to hear him declare that Slavery 
—domestic Slavery — say what you will, is a condition of 
life, as well as any other, to be Justified by morality, reli- 
gion, and international law ; and when at the close of his 
opinion he solemnly declared that this was his confession 
of f^th, I lamented, sincerdy lamented, that 



" Star-eyed Science should have wandered there 



To bring us back the message of despair." 

If, sir, among the wild visions of German philosophy I 
had ever reached conclusions like this ; if in the AuIsb of 
Gottingen I had ever persuaded myself to adopt a politi- 
cal maxim so hostile to liberal institutions and the rights 
of mankind, I would have locked it up forever in the dark- 
est chambers of my mind. Or if my seal had been too 
ardent for my discretion, this place, at least, should never 
have been the theatre of my eloquence. No, sir, if such 
had been my doctrines I would have turned my back for- 
ever on my native land. Following the course of ** the 
dark rolling Danube," and cutting my way across the 
Euxine, I would have visited a well-known market of Con- 
stantinople, and there preached my doctrine amidst the 
ratUhig chains of the wretched captives. Nay, dr, I 
would have gone from thence, and laid my forehead upon 
the footstool of the Sultan, and besought him to set his 
foot upon my neck, as the recreant cituen of a recreant 
Republic. 

EDWARD ETERKTT ON GEOGRAPHICAL PARTIES. 

But, sir, I am not prepared to admit that geographical 
purties are the greatest evil this country has to fear. 
Party of all kinds, in its excess, is certainly the bane of 
our institutions ; and I will not take up the time of this 
Committee by disputing which is most deleterious, arsenic 
or laudanum. It is enough that they are both fatal. The 
evil of geographical parties is, that they tend to sever the 
Union. The evil of domestic parties is, that they render 
the Union not worth having. I remember the time, sir, 
though I was but a boy, when under the influence of do- 
mestic parties, near neighbors did not speak ; when old 
acquaintances glared at each other as they passed in the 
streets ; when you might wreak on a man lUl the bitterness 
of your personal and private enmity, and grind him into 
the dust, if you had the power, and say, he is a Democrat, 
he is a Federalist ; he deserves it. Tes, sir, when party 
spirit pursued its victim from the halls of legislation, from 
the forum, from the market-place, to what should be the 
sanctuary of the fireside, and filled hearts that would have 
bled to spare each other a pang, with coldness and es- 
trangement. Talk not to me of your geographical parties. 
There does not live the man, I thank God, on earth, to- 
ward whom I have an unkind emotion— one whose rights 
I would invade, whose feelings I would wound. But if 
there ever should be a man to whom I should stand in 
that miserable relation, I pray that mountains may rise, 
that rivers may roll between us — ^that he may never cross 
my path, nor I his, to turn the sweetness of human nature 
into bitterness and gall in both our bosoms. — Speech in 
the Mouse qf Jiepm&ntaHveaj 1826.— jffenfcm's />«- 
bateSf vol. 8, p. 71ow 

MR. EYBRETT*S TIGW8 IN 1837 and 89. 

Oct. 14th, 1837, Hon. Wm. Jackson, of New- 
ton, Mass., wrote to Mr. Everett a long letter 
containing the following questions : 

Do Justice, humanity, and sound policy, alike re- 
quire that the slaves of this country should be emanci- 
pated? 

Is it the right and duty of the cltlxens of the non-> 
slaveholding States to require of the General Govern- 
ment the abolition of Slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia? 
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Is It Jast or safe, with regard to our foreign relations 
and domestic compact, to admit Texas into the Union ? 

MR. Everett's reply. 

• 

Boston, SUi October, 18B'. 

Sib : I have duly received your communication of the 
14th inst., in which you desire to be furnished with my 
views on certain questions therein propounded. Under 
other circumstances, I should deem it proper to preface 
my answer with some preliminary remarks, but my en- 
gagements at the present time compel me to reply as 
concisely as possible. 

In answer to the first question, I observe, that Slavery 
being, by universal admission, a social, political, and 
moral evil of the first magnitude, it is required by Jus- 
tice, humanity, and sound policy that the slaves should 
be emancipated by those having constitutionally the 
power to effect that object, as soon as it can be done 
peacefully, and in a manner to better the condition of 
the eipancipated. I believe the most considerate por- 
tion of the people of the United States, in every quarter, 
unite in this sentiment ; and you are aware that the 
most eminent Southern names can be cited in its sup- 
port. 

In reply to the second question, I would remark, that 
all the considerations in favor of emancipation in the 
States, apply with equal force to the District of Co- 
lumbia. My opinions on this subject are fully expressed 
in the resolution adopted by the legislature last winter, 
with a near approach to unanimity, in the following 
terms : " Resolved, That Congress having exclusive legis- 
lation in the District of Columbia, possesses the right to 
abolish Slavery in the said District, and that its exercise 
should only be restrained by regard to the public 
good." 

I know that the slave-trade is carried on to a shocking 
extent in the District of Columbia. There Is no part of 
the South, where it is reputable to be engaged in this 
traffic ; and no Southern State, I am persuaded, would 
permit its existence in its own capital, as it exists at the 
national capital. The South and the North ought to 
unite in prohibiting it, by act of Congress — which is the 
local legislature of the District. This has been loudly 
called for, from the District itself. 1 have before me a 
copy of a petition, couched in very strong language, 
against both Slavery and the slave-trade in the District 
of Columbia, which was presented to Congress in 1824, 
signed by nearly seven hundred and fifty names of 
citizens of Washington, several of whom were known to 
me to be of the first consideration. I may observe in 
tliis connection, that at the same session, I voted in the 
negative on a motion to lay upon the table the petition 
of the American Anti-Slavery Society for the abolition of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, and on two other 
motions, intended, in like manner, to deprive this class 
of petitions of a respectful reception and considera- 
tion. 

The last question propounded by you refers to the 
annexation of Texas. It presents the subject of Sla- 
very, in most of its bearings, in a new light. In the 
States, its introduction was the result of a legislation 
forced upon the colonies, and in many cases, in despite 
of acts passed by their legislators, for the prohibition 
of the slave-trade, and regulated by the crown. Its ex- 
istence is recognised by the Constitution of the United 
States. The rights of property growing out of it are in 
some degree protected by law in the non-siavehoiding 
States (see the opinion of Chief Justice Shaw in the 
case of the Commonwealth ««. Aves — an opinion in the 
doctrines and principles of which I fully concur) ; and 
morality and religion frown on all attempts to put an 
end to it by violence and bloodshed. But none of these 
principles countenance a voluntary extension of Slavery ; 
and as the question of annexing Texas Is one of volun^ 
tary, and almost boundless extension, it presents the 
subject, as I have said, in a new light. It has been offi- 
cially stated by the Texan Envoy that the region so 
called contains two hundred thousaod square miles. In 
other words, it might form twenty-five States as 
large as Massachusetts. In this vast region, Slavery 
was prohibited by Mexico ; it has been restored, and is 
rapidly spreading itself under the new government; 
and no one denies, that if the independence of Texas Is 
sustained, Slavery will be indefinitely extended through- 
out its ample borders. 

The Executive Government of the United States has 
promptly recognised this independence, and by so doing, 
has. discharged the whole duty that coald be required by 
the law of nations. Whatever step we take toward an- 
ne.Kation is gratuitous. This whole subject has been so 
ably discussed by Dr. Channing, in his recent letter to 
Mi*. Clay, tliat It would be superfluous to enlarge upon 



it. I yrill only say, that if, at this moment, when an all- 
important experiment is in train, to abolish Slavery by 
peaceful and legal means in the British West Indies, 
tiie United States, Instead of imitating their example, or . 
even awaiting the result, should rush into a policy of 
g'v-ng an indefinite extension to Slavery over a vast 
ret;ion incorporated into their Union, we should stand 
condemned before the civilized world. It would be vidn 
to expect to gain credit for any further professions of a 
willingness to be rid of Slavery as soon as possible. Vo 
extenuation of its existence, on the ground of its having 
been forced upon the country in its colonial state, would 
any longer avail us. It would be thought, and thought 
justly, that lust of power and lust of gold had made us 
deaf to the voice of humanity and justice. We should 
be self-convicted of the enormous crime of having vo- 
luntai ily given the greatest possible enlargement to an 
evil, which, in concert with the rest of mankind, we 
had affected to deplore, and that at a time when tho 
public sentiment of the dvlllzed world, more than at 
any former period, Is aroused to Its magnitude. 

There are other objections to the measure drawn from 
its bearing on our foreign relations ; but it is unneces- 
sary to discuss them. 

I am, sir, respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

EnWAAO EVEHKTT. 

HoH. William Jaoksok. 

In 1889, the following questions were put to 
Mr. Everett by Hon. A. Borden, of Massachu- 
setts : 

1. Are yon in favor of immediate abolition by law of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia and of the slave traffic 
between the States of this Union ? 

2. Are you opposed to the admission into the Union of 
any new States the constitutions of which tolerate domes- 
tic Slavery ? 

The following was Mr. Everett's reply : 

Washisotok, Oct^iaSQ. 

Dbar Sik : On Saturday last I only received your let- 
ter of the 18th, propounding to me certain interrogato* 
ries, and earnestly requesting an early answer. You are 
aware that several resolves odFthe subject of these in- 
quiries and their kindred topics, accompanied by a re- 
port, were introduced into the Senate of the Common- 
wealth, year before last, by a Joint committee of the two 
houses, of which the lamented Mr. Alvord was chair- 
man. 

Those resolves, after having been somewhat enlarged by 
amendment, were adopted by the legislature. They ap- 
pear to cover the whole ground of your two interroga- 
tories. Having cheerfully cooperated in the passage of 
the resolves, and concurring in the general reasoning by 
which they are sustained in the powerful report of the 
chairman of the committee, I respond to both your in- 
quiries in the affirmative. 

The first of the three subjects in your inquiry is the 
only one of them which came before Congress while I 
was a member. I voted in the negative on the motion 
to lay upon the table the petition of the American Anti- 
Slavery Society for the abolition of Slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and on other motions of the like char- 
acter introduced to cast off the consideration of this class 
of petitions. 

I am, dear sir, very respectfully, your friend and ser- 
vant. 

Edward Evbrbtt. 

Hon. Nath&nikl A. Borobn. 

The '* several resolves " to which Mr. Everett 
refers in the above letter, in the passage of 
which he *' cheerfully cooperated," as Governor 
of Massachusetts, are as follows : 

Resolved, That Congress has, by the Constitution, 
power to abolish Slavery and the slave-trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and that there is nothing in the tenns 
or circumstances of the acts of cession by Virginia and 
Maryland, or otherwise, enforcing any legal or moral 
restraint on Its existence. 

liesolvedy That Congress ought to take measures to 
effect the abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Besolved, That the rights of humanity, the claims of 
justice, and the common good alike, -demand the sup- 
pression by Congress of the slave-trade carried on in 
and through the District of Columbia. 

Resolved^ That Congress has, byr the Constitution, 
power to abolish Slavery in the Territories of the United 
States. 
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[For later views of Mr. Everett, see his letter 
accepting the nomination for the Vice-Presi- 
dency in I860.] 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Mr. Lincoln having been invited by the Re- 
publicans of Boston, to attend a Festival in 
honor of the anniversary of Jefferson^s birthday, 
on the 13th of April, 1869, replied as follows : 

8?RiKoriu.D, 111., April 6, 1899. 

Gbhtlbmrit : Your kind note, Inviting me to attend a 
festival in boston, on the 18th Inet., in honor of the birth- 
day of -Thomas Jefferson, was duly received. My engage- 
ments are sauti that I cannot attend. . Bearing in mind 
that about seventy years ago two great political parties 
were first formed in this country ; that Thomas Jefferson 
was the head of one of them and Boston the headquarters 
of the other, it is both curious and interesting that those 
supposed to descend politically from the party opposed 
to Jefferson, should now be celebrating his birtiiday in 
their own original seat of empire, while those claiming 
political descent from him have nearly ceased to breathe 
his name everywhere. 

Remembering, too, that the Jefferson party was formed 
upon its supposed superior devotion to the personal 
rights of men, holding the rights of prop^ny to be 
secondary only, and greatly inrerior ; and then assum- 
ing that Uie so-called Democracy of to-day are the Jeffer- 
son, and their opponents tlie anti-Jefferson partie«t, it 
will be equally interesting to note how completely the 
two have changed ground as to the principle upon which 
they were originally supposed to be divided. 

The Democracy of to-day hold the liberty 6f one man 
to be absolutely nothing, when in conflict with anotiier 
man's right of propsrty. Republicans, on the contrary, 
are both for the man and the dollar^ but in case of con- 
flict the man before the dollar. 

I rememb*ir being once much amased at seeing two 
pHrtiHliy intoxicated men engaged in a ^ht with their 
great-coats on, which fight, after a long and rather harm- 
less contest, ended in each having fought himself out of 
his owti coat and into tl^t of the other. If the two 
leading parties of this day are really identical with the 
two in the days of Jefferson and Adams, they have per- 
formed the same feat as the two drunken men. 

But soberly, it is now no child's play to save the prin- 
ciples of Jefferson from total overthrow in this nation. 

One would state with great confidence that he could 
convince any sane child that the simpler propositions of 
Euclid are true ; but nevertheless, he would fail, with one 
who should deny the definitions and axioms. The prin- 
ciples of Jefferson are the definitions and axioms of free 
society. And yet they are denied and evaded, with no 
small show of success. One dashingly calls them ** glit- 
tering generalities." Another bluntly styles Uiena " self- 
evideai lies." And otliers insidiously argue that they 
apply only to '* superior races." 

These expressions, differing in form, are identical in 
ol^ect and effect— the supplanting the principles of free 
government, and restoring those of classification, caste, 
and legitimacy. They would delight a convocation of 
crowned heads plotting against the people. Tliey are 
the vanguard, the sappers and miners, of returning 
despotism. We must repidse them, or ttiey will sutiju- 
gate us. 

This is a world of compensations ; and he who would 
he no slave must consent to Aa«« no slave. Those who 
deny freedom to others deserve it not for themselves ; 
and, under a Just God, cannot long retain it. 

All honor to Jefferson— to the man who, in the concrete 
pressure of a struggle for national independence by a 
single people, had the coolness, forecast, and capacity, to 
Introduce into a merely revolutionary document an ab- 
stract truth, applicable to all men and all times, and so 
to embalm it there, that to-day and in all coming days it 
shall be a rebuke and. a stumbling-block to the harbin- 
gers of reappearing tyranny and oppression. 

Your obedient servant, A. Likcolh. 

Messrs. U. U Pfcaoa, and others, etc. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON NATI7BALIZATI0N. 



2>R. TtaKODOR Oasisius: 



SraxMonBLD, May 17, 1889. 



Dear 8ir — Your letter, In which you inquire on your 
own account, and in behalf of certain other German cXu- 
sens, whether I approve or oppose the constitutional pro- 
vision in relation to naturalised citiaens which was lately 
enacted in Massachusetts, and whether I favor or oppose 



a ftision of the Repubflcans with the other Opposition ele* 
ments in the campaign of 1860, has been received. 

Massachusetts is a sovereign and independent State, and 
I have no right to advise her in her policy. Yet, if any 
one is desiroiu to draw a conclusion as to what I would 
do, f^om what she has done, t may speak without impro* 
piiety. I say, then, that so far as I understand the Mas- 
sachusetts provisbn, I am against its adoption, not only, 
in Illinois, but in every other place in which I have the 
right to oppose it. As I understand the spirit of our in- 
stitutions, it is designed to promote the elevation of men» 
I am, therefore, hostile to anything that tends to their di;- 
basement. 

It is well known tliat I deplore the oppressed condition 
of the blacks ; and it would, therefore, be very inconsistent 
for the to look with approval upon any measures that in- 
fringes upon the inalienable ri^ts of white men, whether 
or not they Are bom in another land, or speak a different 
language from my owu. 

In respect to a fusion, I am la favor of it whenerer it 
can be effected on Republican principles, btit upon no 
other condition, ▲ fusion upon any other 'platform 
would be as inaane as onprincipled. It would thereby 
lose the whole North, while the common enemy would 
still have the support of the entire South. The question 
in relation to men is different. There are good and patri- 
otic men and able statesmen in the South, whom I would 
willingly support if they would place themselves on Re- 
publican ground ; but I shall oppose the lowering of the 
Republican standard even by a hair^e breadth,, 

I have written in haste, but I believe that I have an- 
swered your questions substantially. 

Respectfully yours,. 

Abraham Liscoui. 

Ni£W-YORK FOR THK WILMUT PROVISO. 

In January, 1847, Col. Samuel Young intro^ 
duced the following resolve into the New-York 
State Senate, and on the 27th of that month it 
was adopted by a vote of 22 to 6 : 

RewUoed^ That if any Territory is hereafter acquired 
by tlie United States, or annexed thereto, the ac^ by u'liich 
Duch Territory Is acquired or annexed, whatever such act 
maybe, should contain an unalterable, fundamental >ir- 
tide or provision whereby SUvery or involuntary servi- 
tude, except as a punishment for crime, shall be forever 
excluded from the Territory acquired or annexed. 

This resolve subsequently passed the Assembly 
by a vote which was almost unanimous. 

NEW-YORK FOR FREEDOM IN 1868. 

The following preamble and resolutions were 
adopted by the Assembly of the State of New- 
York on the 10th day of January, 1848, by a 
vote of 108 to 6, and by the Senate, a few days 
later, by a majority nearly as emphatic as that 
of the Assembly : 

Whereat^ The President of tiie United States, in his 
last annual message, has recommended the establishment 
by Congress of territorial government over the cooquered 
provinces of New Mexico, and the Call forn las, and the 
retention thereof as an indemnity, in which said Terri* 
tories the institution of Slavery does not now exist, 
therefore 

Bewlted (if the Senate concur), That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives re- 
quested, to use their best efforts to insert into any act or 
ordinance, establishing any or all such provisional or ter 
ritorial government or governments, a fundamental 
article or provision, which shall provide, declare, and 
guaranty, that Slavery or involuntary servitude, except 
us a punishment for crime, whereof the party shall iiave 
been first duly convicted, shall be prohibited therein, so 
long as the same shall remain a Territory. 

Seeolvedt That the President of the Senate, and the 
S(>eaker of the Assembly, be requested to transmit a copy 
of the foregoing resolutions and preamble to each of tne 
said Senators and Representatives. 

NEW-TORK AQAIN FOR FREE TERRITORIES IN 1849. 

The following preamble and resolves were in- 
troduced into the New-York Senate on the 2d 
of January, 1849, passed that body by a unani- 
mous vote on the 4th, and were concurred in 
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by the Assembly two days later, on the 6th of 

January : 

Wherens^ The people of ' the State of New-Mexico 
have petitioned Congress for the establishment of a Ter- 
ritorial Government which shall protect them against the 
institution of domestic Slavery while they remain a ter- 
ritory of the United States, and have also petitioned Con- 
gress for protection against the unfounded claims of the 
State of Texas to a large portion of their territory lying 
east of the Rio Grande ; and, tohereaSt it would be un- 
just to the people of New-Mexico and California, and 
revolting to the spirit of the age, to permit domestic 
Slavery — an institution from which they are now free — 
to be Introduced among them : and, whsrsag^ since the 
acqalsitlon of New Mexic-* by the United States the peo- 
ple thereef have a right to expect the protection of the 
General Government, and should be secured in the full 
possession and enjoyment of their Territory : therefor* 

Rt9ok>€dy That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress be requested to use their best efforts to procure 
the passage of laws for the establishment of goveru- 
ments for the Territories acquired by the treaty of peace 
with Mexico, and that by such laws involuntary servi- 
tude, except for crime, be excluded from such Terri- 
tories. 

Betoleed^ That the territory lying between the Nue- 
ces and the Rio Grande is the common property of 
the United States, and that our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress be requested to use their best efforts to 
preserve the same as such common property, and protect 
it from the unfounded claim of the State of Texas, and 
prohibit the extension over It of the laws of Texas, or the 
institution of domestic Slavery. 

R69oU>ed^ That the existence of prisons for the con- 
finement and marts for the sale of slaves, at the seat of 
the National Government, is viewed by this legislature 
with deep regret and mortification ; that such prisons and 
marts ought forthwith to be abolished ; therefore be it 
farther 

B49oU>td, That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress be requested to use ttieir strenuous efforts to 
procure the passage of a law that shall protect slaves 
from unjust imprisonment, and shall effectually put an 
end to the slave-trade in the District of Columbia. 

RKtolotd^ That the Governor be requested to forward 
copies of the preceding resolutions to each Senator and 
Representative in Congress from this State. 

MR. DIX FOR 8LA.TSRY' PROHIBITION. 

These resolutions were priesented in the U. S. 
Senate by the Hon. John A. Dix (now, I860,) 
Postmaster of New-York, and defended by hun 
in an elaborate and able speech. On the first 
resolution, he said : 

This resolution was in sentiment, ff not in words, 
identical with those which have been passed by fifteen 
of the thirty States of the Union. With a single excep- 
tion, all the non-slavehoiding and one of the slaveholding 
States have declared themselves opposed to the exten* 
sion of Slavery into territory now free. Sir, I fully con- 
cur in the propriety of this declaration. I believe that 
Congress has the power to prohibit Slavery in California 
and New Mexico ; that it is our duty to exercise the 
power, and that it should be exercised now. I am 
always for acting when the proper time for action has 
come. I am utterly opposed to any course which shall 
cast upon others the responsibility which belongs to our- 
selves. The resolution looks to the exclusion of Slavery 
from New Mexico and California during their territorial 
condition only. It does not look beyond that condition 
with a view to control the people when they shall have 
come into the Union. It contemplates no invasion of 
State sovereignty. In this view of the subject, one of the 
New- York presses which has resisted all interference with 
Slavery, even in the Territories, pronounced these resolu- 
tions conciliatory in their character. I do not know that 
I should call them either conciliatory or the reverse. 
They take firmly the ground that New-Tork has always 
taken, that Slavery shall by no act of hers be further ex- 
tended. She believes It to be the ground of principle, of 
Justice, and of right and I do not hftlute to say she will 
never abandon it— never, never. 

THB NKW-rORK WHIGS FOR FREEDOM IN ISiT. 

At the Whig State Oonventioti held at Syra- 
cuse, October 6, 1847, the Hon. James Brooks 
reported a brief address to the Whigs of the 
State, which was unanimously adopted. The 



following afe extracts from the address then 
adopted : 

FRLLow-Cmssirs : Hitherto when we have assembled In 
Convention, there were well known and well recognised 
bounds to our country, but now that the spirit of con- 
quest has been let loose, who can tell where is his coun- 
try, whether on the Rio Grande, the Sierra Nevada, the 
Rio Gila or the Gulf of California, or whether part Span- 
ish, much Indian, and some Negro, Santa Fean or Call- 
fornian may not be as good an American citizen as him- 
self? Our flag is borne, with fixed bayonets to surround 
it, and unmuzzled grape-shot to clear the way, in tlie 
conquering footsteps of Cortes — by the base of the snowy 
peaks of ' Popocatapetl, to the Eternal city of tlie 
Azteos - and Mexicans of every color, and every breed, 
sprung from commingling Moor and straight-haired Afri- 
can, as well as from Castile and Leon, are made Ameri- 
can citizens, or prepared for being made so, by the gen- 
tle logic of red-mouthed artillery, thundering Arom the 
bristling heights of Cerro Gordo to the bloody plains of 
Contreras and Churubusco. Wherever that flag is, with 
its stars and stripes, the emblem of our Nationality, 
there our hearts are ; but woe ! woe ! to the men, we cry, 
who have dispatched it upon its mission of Conquest, 
and what is yet worse, the cuuverdiou uf a Free into a 
Slaveholding Territory. 

Fellow-citizens, disguise the Mexican war as sophistry 
may, the great truth cannot be put down, that it exists 
l)ecause uf the annexation of Texas ; that from such a 
cause we predicted such a consequence would follows 
and that, but for that cause, no war would have existed 
at all. l>t$guise its intent, purposes and consequences 
as sophistry uiay struggle to do, the further great truth 
cannot be hidden, that its main object is the conquest of 
a Market fur Slaves, and that Uie flag our victorious 
legions rally around, fight under, and fall for, Is to be 
desecrated from its holy character of Liberty and Btnan- 
cipation into an errant of BumJage and Slavery. In 
obtrdience to the laws, and in a due and f-iithful submis- 
sion to the regularly constituted government of our 
country, we will rally by and defend our flttg on what- 
ever soil or whatever sea it is unfurled ; but before high 
Heaven we protest against the mission on which it is 
sent, and we demand its recall to the true and proper 
boundii of our country, as soonm in honor It can be 
brought home. We protest, too, |n the name of the rigltts 
of Man, and of Liberty, against the further extension of 
Slavery in North America. The curse which our mother 
country inflicted upon us, in spite of our fathers* remon- 
Htrances, we demand shall never blight the virgin soil of 

I he North Pacific We will not pour out the 

blood of our countrymen, if we can help it, to turn a JVm 
into a SUw6 soil. We will not spend Arom fifty to a 
hundred kuilliond of dollars per year to make a Slave 
Mirketfor any portion of our countrymen. We will 
never, for such a purpose, consent to run up an untold 
Natioasil dtbt, and saddle our posterity with Fund- 
mongers, Tax-Brokers, Tax-gHtherers, laying an excise or 
an impost .»n everything they taste, touch or live by. 
i he Uiiii>n a« it is, the \ohole Union, and nothing hvi the 
Union, we will stand by to the last— but-^o More Ttrti^ 
tory is our watcii-w .r<l, unless it be FrM, 

RKSOLFES. 

Among the Resolutions unanimously adopted 
by this Convention was the following : 

Betolved, That while the Whig Freemen of New-York, 
represented in this Convention, will faithfully adhere to 
all the compromises of the Constitution, and Jealously 
maiorain all the reserved rights of the States, tbey 
declare — since the crisis has arrived when the question 
must be met^tlieir uncompromliling hostility to the Ex- 
tension of Slavery iuio any Territory now Fr«»e, or which 
may be hereafter acquired by any action of the Govern- 
ment of our Union. 

FREB DEMOCRACr OF NKW-TORK CITY AGAINST 
SLAYERT RXTKMSION. 

At a Free Democratic Meeting held in the 
Park at New- York, October 9, 1848, at which 
Henry Everson presided, and S. J. Tilden, John 
Van Bureu, and John Cochrane spoke, Mr. 
Cochrane introduced the following Resolves, 
which were adopted : 

R69oUB€dy That the politics of the times Indicate pre- 
cisely to whom remain the principles of the Democracy; 
that the absence from the field of discussion of the finan- 
cial and conunercial questions which fbrmeily defined 
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political differences, permtta that other party testa than 
those which, ereD if demandtDg attention, stilt as but 
qaestions of expediency, shouidbe, as they have been, 
postponed to the consideration of that one of vital im- 
portance, the frsedom of our land. 

Setolredf that we think contemptuonsly of the mind 
wl^ch discovers in the extension of the area of Freedom 
cause for the degradation of the South. Gould nature so 
belie herself that the preservation of their ** inalienable 
rights" to any portion of manlcind, most be attended by 
proportionate violation of those of any other portion, we 
say, perish those rights dependent on the Slavery of 
others, rather than one tittle of those be injured that are 
consistent with the rights of all ; that oar Constitution 
and our federal history speak to us through the voices of 
the Jeffersons, the Pinckneys, the Lees, and the Ran- 
dolphs of the South, against this miserable, false pre- 
tense. It is not so I The success of the free principles 
for which we contend, will reestablish the lost equality of 
the States -lost in the insidious increase of the Slave 
States from six, their original and constitutional number, 
to fifteen, the present aggressive and unconstitutional 
number— lost in the twenty-one voices and votes which 
Southern chattel slaves possess among the representa- 
tives of a free people at Washington— lost in the limited 
wealth, in the low intelligence, and in the inferior civili- 
Eation of the South. We would restore this lost equality, 
and, so far from degrading any portion of the Union, we 
mean to elevate the whole to the possession of that Free- 
dom which alone should be the National charact-eristic. 

jRenolved^ That our senses reject the audacious asser- 
tion that the Extension of Slave Territory at the South 
will abate the evil at the North. Aside from the ab- 
surdity which it involves, that an evil declines in propor- 
tion to and expires with the substance which it procures, 
experience has taught, and the history of the ** Pecu- 
liar Institution" itself manifests, that the slaveowner 
of the ** Old Dominion" breeds an increasing gang, and 
amasses an accumulating hoard, Just as the demand for 
slaves increases with the diffusion of Slavery over fi*ee 
territory at the South. In the year 1790, when Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, and Florida, were free soil, the slave popula- 
tion was 687,896. In the year 1840, when Slavery had 
spread overtlUs ft^e soil, it numbered 2,487,865, being an 
increase in fifty years of 1,787,467 slaves. The extension 
of Slavery to new territory, instead of abating the evil 
in Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, where it 
numbered in the year 1810, 690,000 slaves, has multiplied 
them to 775,000, in the year 1840, showing an increase 
in thirty years of 185,000 slaves. The existence of 
Slavery depends on its diffusion. 

GRSENS C. BRONSON^S OPINION IN 1848. 

In a letter dated July 16th, 1848, Mr. Bron- 
8on, after declining an inyitation to attend a 
political meeting, says : 

Slavery cannot exist where there is no positive law to 
uphold it. It is not necessary that it should )>e forbidden ; 
it is enough that it is not specially authorised. If the 
owner of slaves removes with or sends the n into any 
country, State or Territory, where Slavery does not exist 
by law, they will firom that moment become free men, and 
will have as good a right to command the master, as he 
will have to command them. State laws have no extra- 
territorial authority ; and a law of Virginia which makes 
a man a slave there, cannot make him a slave in New- 
York, nor beyond the Rocky Mountains. 

Entertaining no doubt upon that question, I can see no 
occasion for asking Oongress to legislate against the ex- 
tension of Slavery into free territory, and, as a question 
of policy, I think it had better be let alone. If our South- 
ern brethren wish to carry their slaves to Oregon, New- 
Mexico or California, they will be under the necessity of 
asking a law to warrant it; and it will then be in time for 
the ^ree Statos to resist the measure, as I cannot doubt 
they would, with unwavering firmness. 

I would not needlessly move this question, as it is one 
of an exciting nature, which tends to sectional division, 
and may do us harm as a people. I would leave it to the 
Slaveholding States to decide for themselves, and on their 
own responsibility, when, if ever, the matter shall be 
agitated in Congress. It may be that they will act 
wisely, and never move at all ; especially as it seems 
pretty generally agreed that neither Oregon, New-Mexico, 
nor California, are well adapted to slave labor. But if 
oar Southern brethren should make the question, we shall 
have no choice but to meet it ; and then, whatever conse- 
quences may follow, I trust the people of the Free States 
will give a united voice against allowing Slavery on a 



sinde foot of soil where it is not now authorised by 
law. 

I am, very respectfhlly, your obedient servant. 

Ganxa C. Bboksoit. 
To Messrs. J. GocHaAant, and others. Committee. 

NKW-HAMP8HIBE FOB THE WILMOT PROVISO. 

The legislature (then Democratic) of Xew- 
Ilampshire, in June, 1847, passed the following 
resolution : 

Jiesolved^ That in all territory which shall herf>afl«r he 
added to or acquired by the United States, where Mavery 
does not exi»t at the time of such addition,or acquirement, 
neither Slavery or involuntary servitude, except for the 
punishment of crime, whereof the party has been duly 
convicted, ought ever to exist, but the same should ever 
remain free; and we are opposed to the extension of 
Slavery over every such Territory-^and that we also 
approve the vote of our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress in favor of the Wilmot Proviso.- 

OHIO FOR FREE SOIL. 

In the Ohio House of Representatives (session 
of 1847-8) the following resolution was passed 
by a vote of 43 to 12 : 

Setolvedf By the Ckneral Assembly of the State of 
Ohio, that the Senators and Representatives from this 
State in the Congress of the United States be and they are 
hereby requested, to procure the passage of measures in 
the National Legislature, providing for the exclusion of 
Slavery from the Territory of Oregon, and also from any 
other Territory that now is, or hereafter may be, annexed 
to the United States. 

ILLINOIS FOR FREE SOIL. 

The following Resolutions were adopted by 
the Senate of Illinois on the 8th of January, 
1849, and the House of Representatives on tbo 
following day. The Legislature was largely 
Democratic in both branches at the time : 

Resokfed l>y the Senate of the State of lUinoUy the 
Bbuee of RepreeentoMvee concurring ^ That our Sena- 
tors in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives 
requested, to use all honorable means in their power to 
procure the enactment of such laws by Congress for the 
government of the countries and territories of the United 
States acquired by the treaty of peace , friendship, WvcAu 
and settlement with the Republic of Mexico, concluded 
February 2, 1848, as shall contain the eaapreaa declarer 
Hon " that there shall be neither Sla/oery nor ineolun^ 
tary eereitude in eaid territories otherwise than in 
the punishment of crimes whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted." 

Resolved by the House of Representatives^ the Senate 
coticurrinff herein^ That the Governor be respectfully 
requested to transmit to each of our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress a copy of the Joint resolution of 
the Senate, concurred in by the House on the 9th inst., 
for the exclusion of Slavery from the new territories ao> 
quired by our late treaty with the Repubiio of Mexico. 

^OUTH CAROLINA FOR THE FOREIGN SLAVE-TRADE. 

In the biuiuhI message of Governor Adams, 
of South Carolina, for the year 1866, he pro- 
ceeded to argue in favor of the reopening of 
the slave-trade, as follows : 

It is apprehended that the opening of this trade will 
lessen the value of slaves, and ultimately destroy the 
institution. It is a sufficient answer to point to the fact 
that unrestricted immigration has not diminished the 
value of labor in the northwestern Confederacy. The cry 
there b the want of labor, notwithstandfaig capital has the 
pauperism of the old world to press into the grinding ser> 
vice. If we cannot supply the demand for slave labor, then 
we must expect to supply with a species of labor we do 
not want, and which is, fh)m the very nature of things, 
antagonistic to our izutitutions. It to much better that 
our drays should be driven by slaves, that our factories 
should be worked by slaves, that our hoteto should be 
served by slaves, that our locomotives should be managed 
by slaves, than that we shoukl be exposed to the introduc- 
tion from any quarter of a population alien to us by birth, 
training, and education, and which in the process of time 
must lead to the conflict between capital and labor, which 
makes it so difficult to mountain free institutions, in ail 
wealthy and civilized nations where such institutions as 



MR. HAMLIN AGAINST THE DEMOCRATIC FART7. 



209 



oun do not easSet In all sUveholdlng States trae poUoy 
dictates that the superior race should direct, and the 
inferior perform all menial service. Competition between 
the white and black man for this service may not disturb 
Northern sensibility, but does not exacUy suit our latitude. 
Irrespective, however, of interest, the act of Congress 
declaring the slave-trade piracy is a brand upon us which 
I think it hnportant to remove. If the trade be piracy, the 
slaves must be plunder, and no ingenuity can avoid the 
logical necessity of such a conclusion. My hopes and 
fortunes are indlasolubly associated with this form of 
society. I feel that I would be wanting ia duty if I did 
not urge you to withdraw your assent to an act which is 
Itself a direct condemnation of your institutions. But we 
hare interests to enforce a course of self-respect. I be- 
lieve, as I have already stated, that more siares are 



necessary to a continuance of our monopoly in plantation 
products. I believe that they are necessary to the ftxll 
development of our whole round of agricultural and mcy 
chanical resources ; that they are necessary to the resto- 
ration of the South to an equality of power in the Fed»> 
ral Oovemment, perhaps to the very integrity of slave 
society, disturbed as it has been by causes which have 
introduced an undue proportion of the ruling race. To us 
have been committed the fortunes of tUs peculiar form of 
society resulting from the union of unequal races. It has 
vindicated its claim to the approbation of an enlightened 
humanity ; it has civilised and christianised the Mrican ; 
it has exalted the white race to higher hopes and purposes, 
and it is perhaps of the most sacred obligation that we 
diould give it the means of expansion, and that we should 
press it forward to a perpetuity of progress. 
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On the 12th of June, 1856, Mr. Hamlin rose 
in his place in the Senate, and epoke as follows : 

Mr. Hamlin.— Mr. President, I rise for a purpose purely 
personal, such as I have never before risen for in the 
Senate. I desire to explain some matters personal to 
myself and to my own future course in public life. 

Several Senators.— Go on. 

Mr. Uamlin. — I ask the Senate to excuse me from further 
service as Chairman of the Committee on Commerce. I 
do so l>ecause I feel that my relations hereafter will be 
of such a character as to reader it proper that I should 
no longer hold that position. I owe this act to the domi- 
nant majority in the Senate. When I cease to harmonise 
with the majority, or tests are applied by that party with 
which I have acted to which I cannot submit, I feel that 
I ought no longer to hold that respectable position. I 
propose to state briefly the reasons which have brought 
me to that conclusion. 

Daring nine years of service in the Senate, I have pre- 
ferred rather to be a working than a talking member; and 
80 I have been almost a silent one. On the sufctl^cts which 
have so much afritated the country. Senators know that 
I have rarely uttered a word. I lore my country more 
than I love my party. I love my country above my love 
f )r any interest that can too deeply agitate or disturb its 
harmony. I saw, iu all the exciting scenes and debates 
tJirougii which we have passed, no particular good that 
would result from ray active intermingling in them. My 
heart ha» often been full, and the impulses of that heart 
have often been felt upon my lips ; but I have repressed 
them there. * 

Sir, I hold that the repeal of the Missouri Compromise 
was a gross moral and political wrong, unequaled in the 
snnals of the legislation of this country, and hardly 
equaled in the annals of any other free country. Still, 
sir, with a desire to promote harmony and concord and 
brotherly feeling, I was a quiet man under all the excit- 
ing debates which led to that fatal result. I believed it 
wrong then ; I can see that wrong lying broadcast ail 
around us now. As a wrong, I opposed that measure- 
not, indeed, by my voice, but with consistent and steady 
and uniform votes. I so resisted it in obedience to the 
dictates of my own Judgment. I did It also cheerfully, 
in compliance with the instructions of the legislature of 
Blaine, which were passed by a vote almost unanimous. 
In the House of Bepresentatives of Maine, consisting of 
one hundred and fifty-one members, onl^ six, I think, 
dissented; and in the Senate, consisting of thirty-one 
members, only one member non-concurred. 

But the Missouri restriction was abrogated. The por- 
tentous evils that were predicted have followed, and are 
yet following, along in its train. It was done, sir. In 
violation of the pledges of that party with which I have 
always acted, and with which I have always voted. It 
was done in violation of solemn pledges of the President 
of the United States, made in his Inaugural Address. 
Still, sir, I was disposed to sulTer the wrong,' while I should 
see that no evil results were flowing from it. We were 
t4)Id, by almost every Senator who addressed as upon 
that occasion, that no evil results would follow ; that no 
practical diflference in the settlement of the country, and 
in the character of the future State, would take place, 
whether the act were done or not. I have waited cidmly 
and patiently to see the fulfillment of that prediction ; 
and I. am grieved, sir, to say now that they have at least 
been mistaken in their predictions and promises. They 
have all signally failed. 
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That Senators might have voted for that measure under 
the belief then expressed and the predictions to which I 
have alluded, I can well understand. But how Senators 
can now defend that measure amid all its evils, which are 
overwhelming the land, if not threatening it with a con- 
flagration, is what I do not comprehend. The whole of 
the disturbed state of the country has its rise in, and is 
attributable to that act alone — nothing else. It lies at 
the foundation of all our misfortunes and commotions. 
There would have been no Incursions by Missouri border- 
ers into Kansas, either to establish Slavery, or to control 
elections. There would have been no necessity, either, 
for others to have gone there partially to aid in preserv- 
ing the country in its then condition. All would have 
been peace there. Had it not been done, that re- 
pose and quiet which pervaded the public mind then, 
would hold it in tranquillity to-day. Instead of startling 
events we should have quiet and peace within our bor- 
ders, and that fraternal feeling which ought to animate 
the citizens of every part of the Union toward those of 
all other sections. 

Sir, the events that are taking place aronnd us are 
indeed startling. They challenge the public mind and 
appeal to the public Judgment; they thrill the public 
nerve as electrity imparts a tremulous motion to the tele- 
graphic wire. It is a period when all good men should 
unite in applying the proper remedy to secure peace and 
harmony to the country. Is this to be done by any of us, 
by remaining associated with tiiose who have been Instru- 
mental in producing these results, and who now Justify 
them ? I do not see my duty lying in that direction. 

I have, while temporarily acquiescing, stated here and 
at home, everywhere, uniformly, that when the test of 
those measures was applied to me as one of party fidelity, 
I would sunder them as flax is sundered at the touch of 
fire. I do it now. 

The occasion involves a question of moral duty ; and 
self-respect allows me no other line of duty but to follow 
the dictates of my own Judgment and the impulses of my 
own heart. A Just man may cheerfully submit to many 
enforced humiliations; but a self-degraded man has 
ceased to be worthy to be deemed a man at alL 

Sir, what has the recent Democratic Convention at 
Cincinnati done ? It has indorsed the measure I have 
condemned, and has sanctioned its destructive and ruin- 
ous effects. It has done more — ^vastly more. That prin- 
ciple or policy of Territorial Sovereignty which once had, 
and which I suppose now has, its advocates within these 
walls, is stricken down ; and there is an absolute denial 
of it in the resolutions of the Convention, if I can draw 
right conclusions— a denial equally to Congress, and even 
to the people of the Territories, of the right to settle the 
qnestton of Slavery therein. On the contrary, the Con- 
vention has actually incorporated into the platform of 
the Democratic party that doctrine which, only a few 
yean ago, met nothing but ridicule and contempt here 
and elsewhere, namely : that the flag of the Federal 
Union, under the Constitution of the United States, cao*- 
ries Slavery wherever it floats. If this baleful principle 
be true, then that National Ode which Inspires us always . 
as on a battle-field, should be re-written by Drake, and 
should read thus : 

** Forever float that standard sheet ; 

Where breathes the foe but falls befbre us, 
With Slaverp't soil beneath our feet, ^ 
And Skuverff'a banner streaming o*er usf 

Now, sir, what Is the precise condition In which this 
matter is left by the Cindnnatt Convention ? I do not 
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design to trespass many moments on the Senate ; but al- 
low me to read and offer a very few comments upon 
some portions of the Democratic platform. The first re- 
solution that treats upon the subject Is in these words— 
T read Just so much of it as is applicable to my present 
remarks : 

" Tliat Congress has no power under the Constitution to in- 
terfere with or control the domestic instltutioDS of the several 
Stateii, and that ail such States are the sole and proper Judges 
of everything appertaluing to (heir own affairs not prohibited 
by the Constitution." 

I take it that this language, thus far. Is language which 
meets a willing and ready response from every Senator 
here— certainly it does from me. But in the following 
resolution I find these words : 

" Reaaiced, Thnt the foreflroln^ proposition covers, and was 
Intended to embrace, the whole kubject of Slavery H|j;itatiun 
io Congress." 

The first resolution which I read was adopted years 
ago in Democratic Conventions. The second resolution 
which I read was adopted in subsequent years, when a 
different state of things had arisen, and it became neces- 
sary to apply an abstract proposition relating to the 
States, to the Territories. Hence the adoption of the lan- 
guage contained in the second Resolution which I have 
read. 

Now, sir, I deny the position thus assumed by Che Cin- 
cinnati Convention. In the language of the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. Crittenden), so ably and so appropriately 
used on Tuesday last, I hold that the entire and unquali- 
fied sovereignty of the Territories is in Congress. That 
is my Judgment ; but this resolution brings tlie Territories 
precisely within the same limitations which are applied 
to the States in the resolution which I first read. The 
two taken together deny to Congress any power of legis- 
lation in the Territories. 

Follow on, and let us see what remains. Adopted as a 
part of the present platform, and as necessary to a new 
state of things, and to meet an emergency now existing, 
the Convention says : 

" TiM American Demoeracv recognize and adopt the princi- 
ples contained in the organic law esiablishing the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska, as embodying-the only sound and safe 
solution of the Slavery question, upon which tlie great national 
idea of the people of this whole country can repoee, in its de- 
termined conservatism of the Union — non-interference by Con- 
gress with Slavery in the States and Territories." 

Then follows the last resolution : 

*' Reaalved. That we recognise the right of the people of all the 
Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting through 
the fairly-expressed will of the majority of actual residents, 
and whenever Uxe number of their inhabitants Justifies it, to 
form a constitution, with or without domestic Slavery, and be 
admitted into the Union upon terms of perfect equality with 
tiw other States." -^ ^ 



Take all these resolutions together, and the dedactlon 
which we must necessarily draw from them is a denial to 
Congress of any power whatever to legislate upon the 
subject of Slavery. The last resolution denies to the peo- 
ple of the Territories any power over that subject, save 
when they shall haVe a su£3cient number to form a con> 
stltution and become a State, and also denies that Con- 
gress has any power over the subject ; and so the resolu- 
tions hold that this power is at least in abeyance wiiile 
the Territory is in a Territorial condition. That is the 
only conclusion which you can draw from these resolu- 
tions. Alas ! for short-lived Territorial Sovereignty I It 
came to its death in the house of its friends ; it was burled 
by the same hands which had given it baptism ! 

But, sir, I did not rise for the purpose of discussing 
these resolutions, but only to read them, and sta'te the 
action which I propose to take in view of them. I may 
— I probably shall— take some subsequent occasion, when 
I shall endeavor to present to the Senate and the coun- 
try a fair account of what is the true issue presented ta 
the people for their consideration and decision. 

My object now is to show only that the Cincinnati Con- 
vention has indorsed and approved of the repeal of the 
Missouri Compromise, from which so many evils have 
already flowed — f^om which, I fear, more and worse 
evils must yet be anticipated. It would of course, be ex- 
pected that the Presidential nominee of that Convention 
would accept, cordially and cheerfully, the platform pre- 
pared for him by his party friends. No person can ob- 
ject to that. There is no equivocation on his part about 
the matter. I beg leave to read a short extract from a 
speech of that gentleman, made at his own liome within 
the last few days. In reply to the Keystone Club, which 
paid him a visit there, Mr. Buchanan said : 

" Oentlemen, two weeks since I should have made you a 
longer speech ; but now I have been placed on a platform 
of which I most heartily approve, and that can sj^eak for me. 
Being the representative of the great Democrat ic party, and 
not simply James Buclutnan, I must square my conduct ac- 
cording to the platform of the party, and insert no new plank, 
nor take one from it." 

These events leave to me only one unpleasant duty, 
which is to declare here that I can maintain political 
associations with no party that insists upon such doc- 
trines; that I can support no man for President who 
avows and recognizes them ; and that the little of that 
power with which God has endowed me shall be em- 
ployed to battle manfully, firmly, and consistently for 
his defeat, demanded as it is by the highest interests of 
the country which owns all my allegiance. 

The President.— The question is on the motion of the 
Senator firom Maine to be excused from further service 
on the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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MESSRS. LINCOLN AND HAMLIN ACCEPT. 

The following is the correspondence between 
the officers of the Republican National Conven- 
tion and the candidates thereof for President 
and Vice-President : 

Cricaoo, May 18, 1860. 

To the Hov. Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois. 

StB : The representatives of the Republican Party of 
the United States, assembled in Convention at Chicago, 
have this day, by a unanimous vote, selected you as the 
Kepubiican candidate for the office of President of the 
United St-ates to be supported at the next election ; and 
the undersigned were appointed a Committee of the Con* 
▼ention to apprise you of this nomination, and respectfully 
to request that you will accept it. A declaration of the 
principles and sentiments adopted by the Convention 
accompanies this communication. 

In the performance of this agreeable duty we take 
leave to add our confident assurance that the nomination 
of the Chicago Convention will be ratified by the suffrages 
of the people. 

We have the honor to be* with great respect and regard, 
your friends and fellow-citixens. 

GiORoa ASHMUN, of Massachusetts, 
President of the Oonyention. 
Wm. M. Evakts, of New-Tork, 
JOCL B^RUHQAiii, of Oregon, 



Ephraim Maksh, of New- Jersey, 
GiDBOM Wells, of Connecticut, 

D. K. Cartek, of Ohio, 
Carl Schdrz, of Wisconsin, 
Jambs F. Simmons, of Rhode Island, 
John W. North, of Minnesota, 
Geo. D. Blakbt, of Kentucky, 
Pbtir T. Washburn, of Vermont, 

A. 0. Wilder, of Kansas, 

Edward H. Rollins, of New* Hampshire, 
Francis S. Corkran, of Maryland, 
Norman B. Judd, of Illinois, 
N. B. Smithbrs, of Delaware, 
Wm. H. McCrillis, of Maine, 
Alfred Caldwbll, of Virginia, 
Caleb B. Smith, of Indiana, 
Austin Blair, of Michigan, 
Wm. p. Clarkb, of Iowa, 

B. Oratz Brown, of Missouri, 

F. P. Tract, of California, 

E. P. Webster, of Nebraska, 

G. A. Uall, of District of Columbia, 
John A. Andrew, of Massachusetts, 
A. U. Rbbder, of Pennsylvania. 

BPRiNGriLD, III., May 28, 1860. 

Hon. Gborgr A^hmun, PreHdnU o/ihs R&pvhUcan 
JUaUofMU Con4P6nMon. 
Sir: I accept tite nomination tendered me by the 
Convention over which you presided, and of wiiit h I air 
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formally apprised ]n the letter of yourself and others, 
acting as a Committee of ihe Conveution for that pur- 
pose. 

The declaration of principles and sentiments, which 
accompanies your letter, meets my approval ; and It 
shall be luy care not to violate, or disregard it, in any 
part. 

Imploring tlie assistance of Divine Providence, and 
with due rt-gard to the views and feelings of all who were 
represented in the Convention; to the rights of all the 
States, and Territories, and people of the nation ; to the 
iuviolability of the Constitution, and the perpetual union, 
liarmony and prosperity of all, I am most happy to co- 
oper ate for the practical success of the principles declared 
by the Convention. 

Your obliged friend and fellow-citisen, 

Abraham Lincoln. 

A similar letter was sent to the nominee for 
the Vice-Presidency, to which the following is 
the reply. 

Washington, May 80, 1860. 

Gentlrmbn: Tour official contmuuicaiion of the 18th 
instant, informing me that the representatives of tlie 
Republican party of tlie United States, assembled at Chi- 
cago, on that day, had, by a unanimous vote, selectee) 
me as their candidate for the office of Vice-Prebident of 
the United Siates, iias been received, together with ttie 
resolutions adopted by the Convention as its declaration 
of principles. 

'Jhose resolutions enunciate clearly and forcibly the 
principles which unite us, and the oojects proposed to be 
accomplished. They address themseives to all, and itiere 
is neither necessity nor propriety in my entering upon a 
discussion of any of them. They have the approval of 
niy judifnient, and in <iny action of mine will be faith- 
fully und curdially sustained. 

I am profoundly grateful 'to those with whom it is my 
pride and pleasure. politically to cooperate, tor the nomi> 
nation so unexpectedly conferred ; and I desire to tender 
through you, to the members of the Conveution, my sin- 
cere thanks for the confidence thus reposed in roe. Should 
the nomination, whicti 1 now accept, be ratified by the 
people, and the duties devolve upon me of presiding over 
the £ienate of the United s^tates, it will be my earnest 
endeavor faithfully to discharge them with a Just regard 
for the rights of ail. 

It is to be observed. In connection with the doings of 
the Republican Convention, that a paramount object 
with us is to preserve the normal condition of our Territo- 
torial Domain as homes for Free men. The able advocate 
and defender of Republican principles, whom you have 
nominated for the highest place that can gratify the 
ambition of man, comes from a State which has been 
made what it is, by special action, in that respect, of the 
wise aod good men who founded our institutions. The 
rights of free labor have there been vindicated and 
maintained. The thrift and enterprise which so distin- 
guish Illinois, one of the most flourishing States of the 
glorious West, we would see secured to all the Territories 
of the Union ; and restore peace and 'harmony to the 
whole country, by bringing baulc the Government to what 
it was under tiie wise and patriotic men who created it. 
If the Republicans sliall succeed in that object, as they 
hope to, they will be held in grateful remembrance by the 
biu>y and teeming millions of future ages. 

I am, very truly yours, 
H. Hamlin. 
The Hon. Gkorgb A8HMUN, President of the Conveution, 

and utliers of the Cuuvention. 

MR. BRECKINRIDGE ACCEPTS. 

Washington Citt, JvXy 6, 1860. 

Dear Sir : I have your letter of the 28d ultimo, by 
which I am officially informed of my nomination for the 
office of President of the United States by the Democratic 
National Convention lately aaaembied at Baltimore. 

The circumstances of thb nomination will Justify me in 
referring to its personal aspect. 

I have not sought nor desired to be placed before the 
country for the office of President. When my name was 
presented to the Convention at Charleston, it was with- 
drawn by a friend in obedience to my expressed wishes. 
My views had not changed when the Convention reas- 
sembled at Baltimore, and when I heard of the differences 
which occurred there, my indisposition to be connected 
prominently with the canvass'was confirmed and ex- 
pressed to many friends. 

Without discussing the occurrences which preceded the 
nominations, and which are or soon will be well under- 
stood by the country, I have only to say that I approved, 



as Just and necessary to the preseiration of the National 
organization and the sacred right of representation, tlie 
action of the Convention over which you contiimed to 
preside \ and thus approving it, and having resolved to 
sustain It, I feel that it does not become me to select the 
position I shall occupy, nor to shrink from the responsi- 
bilities of the post to wtiich I have been assigned. 
Accordingly, I accept the nomination from a sense of 
public duty, and, as I think, uninfluenced in any degree 
by the allurements of ambition. 

I avail myself of this occasion to say that the confidence 
in my personal and public character implied by the action 
of the Convention, will always be grateftilly remembered ; 
and it is but Just, also, to my own feelings, to express my 
gratification at the association of my name with that of 
my friend Gen. Lane, a patriot and a soldier, whose great 
services in the field and in council entitle him to tlie 
gratitude and confidence of his countrymen. 

The resolutions adopted by the Convention have my 
cordial approval They are Just to all parts of the Union, 
to all our citizens, native and naturalized, and they form 
a noble policy for any administration. 

The questions touching the rights of persons and pro- 
perty, wliich have of late been much discussed, find iu 
these resolutions a constitutional solution. Our Union is 
a Confederacy of equal sovereign States, for the purposes 
enumerated in the Federal Constitution. Whatever the 
common Government holds in trust for all the States mmit 
be erOoyed equally by each. It controls the Territorits 
in trust for all the States. Nothmg less than sovereignty 
can destroy or impair the rights of persons or property. 
The Territorial Governments are subordinate and tempo- 
rary, and not sovereign ; hence they cannot destroy or 
impair the rights of persona or property. Wliile they 
continue to be Territories they are under the control of 
Congress, but the Constitution nowhere confers on any 
branch of the Federal Government the power to discrimi- 
nate against the rights of the States or the property of 
their citizens in the Territories. It follows that the citi- 
zens of all the States may enter the Territories of the 
Union with tlieir property, of whatever kind, and eiyoy it 
during the territorial condition without let or hindrance, 
either by Congress or by the subordinate Territorial 
Governments. 

These principles flow directly from the absence of 
sovereignty in the Territorial Governments, and from tlie 
equality of the States. Indeed, they are essential to that 
equality, which is, and ever has been, the vital principle 
of our Constitutional Union. They have been settled 
legislatively — settled Judiciously, and are sustained by 
right reason. They rest on the rock of the Constitution — 
they will preserve the Union. 

It is idle to attempt to smother these great issues, or to 
misrepiesent them by the use of partisan phrases, which 
are misleading and delusive The people will look be- 
neath such expressions as " Intervention," ** Congress- 
ional ^ave Code,'* and the like, and will penetrate to the 
real questions involved. The fiends of Constitutional 
equality do not and never did demand a " Congressional 
Slave Code," nor any other code in regard to property in 
the Territories. They hold the doctrine of non-interven- 
tion by Congress, or by a Territorial Legislature, either 
to establish or prohibit Slavery ; but they assert (fortifi- 
ed by the highest Judicial tiibunal In the Union; the plain 
duty of the Federal Government, in all its departments, 
to secure, when necessary, to the citizens of all the 
States, the enjoyment of their property in the common 
Territories, as everywhere else within its Jurisdiction. 
The only logical answer to this would seem to be to 
claim sovereign power for the Territories, or to deny 
that the Constitution recognizes property in the services 
of negro slaves, or to deny that such property can exist. 

Inexorable logic, which works its steady way through 
clouds and pas^on, compels the country to meet the 
issue. There is no evasive middle ground. Already the 
signs multiply of a fanatical and growing party, which 
denies that under the Constitution, or by any other law, 
slave property can exist ; and ultimately the strug^e 
must come between this party and the National Demo- 
cracy, sustained by all the other conservative elements 
in the Union. 

I think it will be Impossible for a candid mind to dis- 
cover hostility to the Union or a taint of sectionalism 
in the resolutions a4opted by the Convention. The 
Constitution and the Union repose on the equality 
of the States, which lies like a broad foundation under- 
neath our whole political structure. As I construe 
them, the resolutions simply assert this equality. They 
demand nothing for any State or section that is not 
cheerfully conceded to all the rest. It is well to remem- 
ber that the chief disorders which have afflicted our 
country have grown out of the violation of State equality, 
and that as long as this great principle has been respected 
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we have be^n blessed with harmony and peace. Nor will 
it be easy to persuade the country that resolutions are 
sectional which command the support of a majority of 
the States, and are approved by the bone and body of 
the old l)emocracy, and by a vast mass of conservative 
opinion everywhere, without regard to party. 

Ii has been necessary more than once in our history, 
to pausrt and solemnly assert the true character of this 
Oovernment. A memorable instance occurred in the 
struggle which ended ifi the civil revolution of ISOO. 
Tiiti Kepublicans of that day, like the Democracy of this, 
were stiguiatized as disunionists, but they nobly conduct- 
ed the contest under the Constitution, and saved our po- 
hiical system. By a little constitutional stiuggle it is 
iiit ended to assert and establish the equality of the 
states, as the only basis of union and peace. When tliis 
object, so national, so constitutional, so just, iihull be 
accomplished, the last cloud will disappear Irom the 
American slcy, and with common hands and hearts tiie 
States and iha people will unite to develop the resources 
of the whole country, to bind it together with tl.e bonds 
of intercourse and brotherhood, and to impel it onward 
in its great career. 

The Constitution and the Eqaality of the States ! These 
are symbols of everlasting Union. Let these be the ral- 
lying cries of the people. 

1 trust that this canvass will be conducted without 
rancor, and that temperate arguments will take the 
place of hot words and passionate accusations. 

Above all, I venture humbly to hope that Divine Provi- 
dence, to whom we owe our origin, our growth, and all 
our prosperity, will continue to protect our beloved 
country against all daiiger, foreign and domestic. 
I am, with great respect, your friend, 

JUUN C. BfiUCKIMRIDOE. 

The Hod. C. Gushing, President of the Democratic iNauunal 
Couveiiuou. 

GEN. lane's acceptance. 

Washington, June 30, If-'GO. 

Hon. ,Calf.b Cushino, President of thb Deuogratic Na- 
tional Convention; 

Sir — I liave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the 
communication you make in behalf of the Democratic 
National Convention, in which you inform me that, on the 
23d inst., I was unanimously nominated by that party for 
the office of Vice-President of the United States, with the 
request that I shall accept the nomination. 

Tlie platform adopted, and of which you inclose me a 
copy, meets with my hearty approval, as it embodies 
what I have been contending for as the only means of 
stopping sectional agitation, by securing to all equality 
and constitutional rights, the denial of which has led to 
the present unhappy condition of public affairs. 

Compromises of constitutional principles are ever dan- 
gerous, and I am rejoiced that the true Democracy has 
seen fit to plant a firm foot on the rock of tri^th, and to 
give the people an opportunity to vindicate tlieir love of 
Justice and fraternal regard for each other's rights. 

Non-intervention on the subject of Slaveiy, I may em- 
phatically say, is that cardinal maxim of the Democracy 
— ^non-intervention by Congress and non-intervention by 
Territorial Legislatures, as is fully stated in the fii-st reso- 
lution of the adopted platform. 

In vain should we declare the former without insisting 
upon the latter; because, to permit Territorial legisla- 
tures to prohibit or establish Slavery, or by unfriendly le- 
gislation to invalidate property, would be granting powers 
to the creature or agent, which, it is admitted, do not ap- 
pertain to the principal, or the power that creates ; besides 
which, it would be fostering an element of agitation in the 
Territory that must necessarily extend to Congi'ess and 
the people of all the States. 

If the Constitution establishes the right of every citizen 
to enter the common territory ivith whatever property he 
' legally possesses, it necessarily devolves on the Federal 
Government the duty to protect this right of the citizen 
whenever and wherever assailed or infringed. The De- 
mocratic party honestly meets this agitating question, 
' ' which is threatening to sever and destroy this brotherhood 
of States. It does not propose to legislate for the exten- 
sion of Slavery, nor for its restriction, but to give to each 
State and to every citizen all that our forefathers proposed 
to give— namely, perfect equality of rights, and then to 
commit to the people, to climate, and to soil, the determi- 
nation as to the kind of institution best fitted to their re- 
quirements in their constitational limits, and declaring as 
a fundamental maxim, that the people of a Territory can 
only establish or prohibit Slavery when they come to form 
a constitution, preparatory to their admission as a State 
into the Union. 

If, happily, our principles shall prevail, an era of peace 
and harmony will be restored to our distracted country, 



and no more shall we be troubled with the agitation of 
this dangerous question, because it will be removed as 
well from the Territorial legislatures as from the halls of 
Congress — ^when we shall be free to turn our attention to 
more useful issues, promotive of our growth in national 
greatness. 

Our Union must be preserved ! But this can only be 
done by maintaining the Constitution inviolate in all its 
provisions and guaranties. The Judicial authority, as 
provided by the Constitution, must be maintained, and its 
decisions implicitly obeyed, as well in regard to the rights 
of property in the Territories as in all other matters. 

Hoping for success, and trusting in the truth and justice 
of the principles of our party, and in that Divine Provi- 
dence that has watched over us and made us one of the 
great nations of the earth, and that we may continue to 
merit Divine protection, I cheerfully accept the nomina- 
tion so unanimously conferred on me, and cordially in- 
dorse the platform adopted by the Convention. 

I have the honor to be, sir, with much respect. 

Your friend and obedient servant, 

Joseph Lank. 

HR. DOCOLAS ACCEPTS. 

Washington, Fridayy June ?9, 1860. 

Gentlemen : In accordance with the verbal assurance 
which 1 gave you when you placed In my hands the 
authentic evidence of my nomination fur the Presidency 
by liie Naiional Convention of the Democratic party, I 
now 8eiid you my formal acceptance. Upon a careful 
examination of the platform and principles adopted at 
Charle.<ton and reaffirmed at Baltimore, with an additional 
resolution which is in perfect harmony with the others, I 
find it to be a faithful embodiment of the time-honored 
principles of the Democratic party, as the same were pro- 
claimed and understood by all parties in the Presidential 
contest of 1848, 1S52, and 1866. 

Upon looking into tlie proceedings of the Convention 
also, I find that the nomination was made with great 
unanimity, in the presence and with the concurrence of 
more than two-thirds of the whole number of delegates, 
and in accordance with Uie long-established usages of 
the parly. My inflexible purpose not to be a candidate, 
nor accept the nomination under any contingency, except 
as the regular nominee of the National Democratic party 
aiid in that case only upon the condition that the usages, 
as well as the principles of the party, should be strictly 
adhered to, had been proclaimed for a long time and 
become well known to the country. These conditions 
having all been complied with by the free and voluntary 
action of the Democratic masses and their faithful repre- 
sentatives, without any agency, interference, or procure- 
ment, on my part, I feel bound in honor and duty to 
accept tlie nomination. In taking this step, I am not 
unmindful of the responsibilities it imposes, but with firm 
reliance upon Divine Providence I have the faith that the 
people will comprehend the true nature of the issues in- 
•vulved, and eventually maintain the right. 

Tiie peace of the country and the perpetuity of the 
Union have been put in jeopardy by attempts to interfere 
with and control the domestic affairs of the people in the 
Territories, through the agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment. If the power and the duty of Federal interference 
is to be conceded, two hostile secticual parties must be 
the inevitable result — the one inflaming the passions and 
ambitions of the North, the other of tlie South, and each 
struggling to use the Federal yower and authority for 
the aggrandizement of its own section, at the expense 
of the equal rights of the other, and ^n derogation of 
those fundamental principles of self-government which 
were firmly established in this country by the American 
Kevolution, as the basis of our entire republican system. 

During the memorable period of our political history, 
when the advocates of Federal intervention upon the sub- 
ject of Slavery in the Territories had well-ni^ " precipi- 
tated the country into revolution," the Northern Interven- 
tionists demanding the Wilmot Proviso for the prohibition 
of Slavery, and the Southern interventionists, then few in 
number, and without a single Representative in either 
House of Congress, Insisting upon Congressional legida- 
tion for the protection of Slavery in opposition to the 
wishes of tt* people in either case, it will be remembered 
that it required all the wisdom, power and influence of a 
Clay and a Webster and a Cass, supported by the conaer^ 
vative and patriotic men of the Wliig aild Democratic par- 
ties of that day, to devise and carry out a line of policy 
which would restore peace to the country and stability to 
the Union. The ossenMal living principle of thai policy, as 
applied in the legislation of 1850, was, and now is, non^ 
intervention by Congreee wi^ Slavery in the Territo- 
riee. The fdr application of this just and equitable prin- 
ciple restored harmony and fraternity to a distracted conn- 
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try. If we now depart teom that wise and Just policy 
which produced these happy results, and permit the coun- 
try to be again distracted ; if precipitated into revolution 
by a secUonal contest between Pro-Slavery and Anti-Sla- 
very interventionists, where shall we look for another Clay, 
another Webster, or another Cass to pilot the ship of State 
over the breakers into a haven of peace and safety ? 

The Federal Union must be preserved. The Constitu- r 
tion must be maintained inviolate in all its parts. Every 
right guaranteed by the Constitution must be protected 
by law in all cases wheire legislation is necessary to its en- 
joyment. ■ The judicial authority, as provided in the Con- 
stitution, must be sustained, and its decisions implicitly 
obeyed and faithfully executed. The laws must be ad- 
ministered and the constituted authorities upheld, and 
all unlawful resistance tq these things must be put down 
with firmness, impartiality and fidelity, if we expect to 
enjoy and transmit unimpaired to oiir posterity, that 
blessed inheritance which we have received in trust from 
the patriots and sages of the Revolution. 

With sincere^thanks for the kind and agreeable man- 
ner in which you have made known to me the action of 
the Convention, I have the honor to be. 

Your friend and fellow citizen, 
S. A. Douglas. 

Hon. Wm. H. Ludlow, of New- York ; R. P. Dick, of 
North Carolina ; P. C. Wickuff, of Louisiana, and others 
of Committee. 

MR. FITZPATRICK DECLINES. 

Washxkgtox, Jttne 2S, 1860. 

Gemtlbmbn : Your letter of to-day, informing me that j 
" have been unanimously nominated by the National Con- 
vention of the Democratic party, which met at Charleston 
on the 2dd day of April last, and adjourned to meet at 
Baltimore on the 18th day of June, as their candidate for 
the oflftce of Vice-President," was duly received. 

AcknowledginfP with the liveliest sensibility this distin- 
guished mark of your confidence and regard, it is with no 
ordinary feelings of regret that considerations, the recital 
of which I will not impose upon you, constrain me to de- 
cline the nomination so flatteringly tendered. My desig- 
nation as a candidate for this high portion would hav« 
been more gratifying to me if it had proceeded from the 
united Democracy — ^united both as to principles and men. 

The distracting differences at present existing in the 
ranks of the Democratic party were strikingly exemplified 
both at Charleston and at Baltimore, and, in my humble 
opinion, distinctly admonish me that I should in no way 
contribute to these unfortunate divisions. 

The Black Republicans have harmoniously (at least in 
Convention) presented their candidates for the Presidency 
and Vice-Presidency. Sp have the Constitutional Union 
party (as it is termed). Each party is already engaged in 
the contest. In the presence of such organizations we still, 
unfortunately, exhibit a divided camp. What a melan- 
choly spectacle I It is calculated to cause every Democratic 
citizen who cherishes the Constitution of his country to 
despond, if not to despair, of the durability of the Union. 

Desirous, as far as I am capable of exercising any influ- 
ence, to remove every obstacle which may prevent a resto- 
ration of the peace, harmony, and perfect concord of that 
glorious old party to which I have been inflexibly devoted 
from early manhood — a party which, in my deliberate 
opinion, Is the only real and reliable ligament which binds 
the South, the North^ the East, and the West together upon 
constitutional principles — ^no alternative was left to me 
but that which I have herein most respectfully communi- 
cated to you. 

For the agreeable manner in which you have conveyed 
to me the action of the Convention, accept my sincere 
thanks. 

Very truly your firiend and obedient servant, 

B. FrrzpATsiCE. 

To Wm. H. Ludlow, of New-Tork, and otliers. 

The Democratic National Committee subse- 
quently nominated the Hon. Herschel V. John- 
son, of Georgia, who accepted the position. 

MR. BKLL ACCEPTS. 

Nashvillk, May 21, 1860. 
Dbab Sir : Official information of my nomination to the 
Presidency by the National Union Convention, of which 
you were the presiding officer, was communicated to me 
by your letter of the 11th Inst., at Philadelphia, on the 
eve of my departure with my family for my place of resi- 
dence in Tennessee ; and diffident as I was of my worthi- 
ness, I did not hesitate to signify my intention to accept 
the position assigned to me by that distinguished and pa- 
trioUc body. But for convenience, and under a sense of 



the propriety of acting in so grave a matter with greater 
deliberation, I concluded, as I informed yon at the time 
by a private note, to (^•'fer a formal acceptance until after 
my arrival at home. 

Now that I have had All the leisure I could desire for re- 
flection upon the circumstances under which the nomina- 
tion was made, the purity of the motives and the lofty 
spirit of patriotism by which the Convention was anima- 
ted, as evinced in all its proceedings, I can appreciate 
more justly the honor done me by the nomination ; and, 
though it might have been more fortunate for the country 
had it fallen upon some one of the many distinguished states- 
men whose names were brought to the notice of the Con- 
vention, rather than myself, I accept it, with all its possi- 
ble responsibilities. Whatever may be the issue of the 
ensuing canvass, as for myself, I shall ever regard it as a 
proud distinction— one worth a lifelong effort to attain — 
to be pronounced worthy to receive the highest office in 
the Government at such a time as the present, and by such 
a Convention as that which recently met in Baltimore — a 
Convention far less imposing by the number of its mem- 
bers, large as it was, than by their high character. In it 
were men venerable alike for their age and their public 
services^ who could not have been called from their volun- 
tary retirement from public life, but by the strongest sense 
of patriotic duty ; others, though still in the prime of life, 
ranking with the first men of the country by honors and 
distinctions already acquired in high official positions, 
State and national, many of them statesmen worthy to fill 
the highest office in the government ; a still greater num- 
ber occupying the highest rank in their respective profes- 
sional pursuits ; others distinguished by their intelligence 
and well-earned influence in various walks of private life, 
and all animated and united by one spirit and one pur- 
pose — ^the result of a strong conviction that our political 
system, under the operation of a complication of disorders, 
is rapidly approaching a crisis when a speedy change must 
take place, indicating, as in diseases of the physical body, 
recovery or death. 

The Convention, in discarding the use of platforms, ex- 
act no pledge from those whom they deem worthy of the 
highest trusts under the Government ; wisely considering 
that the surest guaranty of a man^s future usefulness and 
fidelity to the great interests of the country, in any offi- 
cial station to which he may be chosen, is to be found in 
his past history connected with the public service. The 
pledge Implied in my acceptance of the nomination of the 
National Union Convention is, that should I be elected, I 
will not depart from the spirit and tenor of my past 
course ; and the obligation to keep this pledge derives a 
. double force from the consideration that none is requii*ed 
t from me. 

You. sir. In your letter containing the official announce- 
ment of my nomination, have been pleased to ascribe to 
nie the merit of moderation and justice In my past public 
career. You have likewise glvi-n me credit for a uni- 
form support of all wise and beneficent measures of legis- 
lation, for a firm resistance to all measures calculated to 
engender sectional discord, and for a lifelong devotion to 
the Union, harmony, and prosperity of these States. 
Whether your personal partiality has led you to over- 
state my merits as a public man or not in your enumera- 
tion of them, you have presented a summary — a basis of 
all sound American statesmanship. It may be ol^'ected 
that nothing is said in this summary, in express terms,of 
ttie obligations imposed by the Constitution ; but the 
duty to respect and observe them is clearly implied, for 
without due observance in the conduct of the Govern- 
ment of the Constitution, its restrictions, and require- 
ments, fairly interpreted in accordance with its spirit 
and objects, there can be no end to sectional discord — no 
security for the harmony of the Union. 

I have not the vanity to assume that in my past con- 
nection with the public service I have exemplified the 
course of a sound American statesman ; but if I have 
deserved the favorable view taken of it in your letter, I 
may hope, by a f tithful adherence to the maxims by 
which I have heretofore been guided, not altogether to dis- 
appoint the confidence and expectations of those who 
have placed me in my present relation to the public ; and 
if, under Providence, I should be called to- preside over 
the affairs of this great country as the Executive Chief of 
the Government, the only farther pledge I feel called upon 
to make is, that the utmost of my ability, and with what- 
ever strength of will I can command, all the powers and 
influence belonging to my official station,shall be employed 
and directed for the promotion of all the great objects for 
which the Government was instituted, but more espe- 
cially for the maintenance of the Constitution and the 
Union against all imposing Influences and tendencies. 

I cannot conclude this letter without expressing my 
high gratification at the nomination to the second office 
under the Government, of the eminently-gifted and dis- 
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tingulshed statesman of Massachasetts, Edward Everett, 
a gentlemen held by general consent to be altogether 
worthy of the first. 

Tenderhig my grateful acknowledgments for the kind 
and compiiiuentary manner in which you were pleased 
to accompany ihe communication of my nomination, 1 
am, dear ^ir, with the highest respect, 

Your obedient s«:rvaiit, Johk Bkll. 

To the Hon. Washington Udnt. 

MR. EVKRETT's acceptance. 

Boston, May 29, 1860. 

Mt Drar Sib : I have duly received your letter of the 
lltli, in which you inform me officially, that the National 
T7nion Convention, recently in session at Baltimore, bad 
done me the honor to nominate me as its candidate for 
the office of Vice-President of the United States. 

I am deeply impressed with this manifestation of the 
favorable opinion of the Convention, comprising as it did 
among its members so many persons distinguished for 
public service, patriotism and intelligence; and fairly 
representing a considerable portion of the conservative 
feeling of the country. For the great cordiality with 
which, as you inform me, my name was proposed and 
received, my warmest thanks are due. 

The grateful acceptance of such a nomination would, 
under ordinary circumstances, be a matter of course ; 
but it has unavoidably been with me the subject of long 
and anxious hesitation. The grounds of this hesitation I 
owe it to the Convention which has honored me with 
tyds mark of its confidence, and to myself, to explain ; 
loath as I am to dwell on matters of personal interest 
of no importance to the public. 

It is generally known that I have, for some years 
past, retired from active participation in political life, 
not, as I hope I have shown, ftora indolence or want of 
sympathy with my fellow-citizens in the pursuit of the 
great objects of social life. The reasons of .my retire- 
ment have been more than once publicly stated, and I 
beg to repeat thera here from my speech at the Union 
meeting in Faneuil Hall last December : 

"I did not suppose that anything could occur which 
would make me think it my duty to appear again on this 
platform, on any occasion of a political character; and 
had this meeting been of a party nature, or designed to 
promote any i)arty purposes. I should not have been 
here. When compelled, by the prostration of my health, 
five years ago, to resign the distinguished place which I 
then filled in the public service,it was with no expectation, 
no wish, and no intention of ever again mingling in the 
scenes of public life. I have, accordingly, with the par- 
tial restoration of my health, abstained from all partici- 
pation in political action of any kind ; partly because I 
have found a more congenial, and, as I venture to think, 
a more useful occupation, in seeking to rally the affec- 
tions of my countrymen. North and South, to that great 
name and precious memory which are left almost alone 
of all the numerous kindly associations which once 
bound the different sections of the country together, and 
also because, between the extremes of opinion that have 
long distracted and now threaten to convulse the coun- 
try, I find no middle ground of practical usefulness, on 
wliich a friend of moderate counsels can stand." 

It having been suggested to me, notwithstanding these 
avowals, that I might be thought of, at the Union Con- 
vention, as a candidate for the Presidency, I requested, 
by telegraphic message and by letter, that my name, if 
brought forward, might be withdrawn. It is true that in 
ttiese communications I had only in view a nomination 
to the Presidency, none other having been suggested to 
tse ; but all the reasons above indicated, which led me 
in advance to decline such a nomination, apply with 
equal force to the Vice-Presidency. These reasons, of 
course, still exist in unimpaired force, and I cannot now 
takai an active part in politics without abandoning a 
deliberately formed purpose, and even exposing myself 
to the suspicion of insincerity in its persistent avowal. 

Without dwelling upon these considerations, of which, 
however, I am sure the weight will be admitted, I beg 
leave to advert for a moment to my connection with the 
movement for the purchase of Mount Vernon, to which 
y«ur letter alludes in such obliging terms. The favor 
which has attended my exertions in that cause (if I i^ay 
without indelicacy say anything on that subject) has been 
mainly tlie result of my known and recognized discon- 
nection from party politics. If it could have been even 
plausibly insinuated that I was, or intended to become, 
a candidate for high political honors, 1 should, in my 
various excursions in aid of that fund, have laid myself 
open to the imputation of speaking one word for Mount 
VernDn and two for myself. As it is, the people through 
out the Union have generously given me credit for hav- 



ing a single eye to that meritorious object. As far as th« 
purchase of Mount Vernon is concerned, that object has 
been effected, under the judicious and efficient man- 
agement of the Uegent and Vice-Uegents of the A^o- 
dation, with the aid of their intelligent and active assist- 
ants throughout the Union. But a sum of money equal 
to that already raised is still wanting for the repair of 
tlie Mansion, the inclosure of the land purchased, the 
restoration of the house and grounds, as far as practi- 
cable, to their condition in 1800, and the establishment 
of 'a permanent fund for their conservation. I own 
that I am desirous still to enjoy the privilege of coi/pe- 
rating in this noble work, whiCh, however, it will be im- 
possible for ine to do to any advantage, whatever may 
be the result of the present canvass, if I am drawn into 
the vortex of a strenuously contested election. There ■ 
are many part^ of the country which I have not yet 
visited. I had promised myself a rich harvest from the 
patiiotic liberality of the iStates on the Gulf of Mexico, 
and of those on the Mississippi River (which I have not 
yet been able to visit, with the exception of Missouri^ 
through often kindly invited), and I confess that it is 
very painful to me to withdraw from that broad field 
of congenial labor to tread the tliorny and thankletts 
paths of politics. 

Apart from the pecuniary aspects of the case, which, 
however, are of considerable importance, I will candidly 
say that in holding up to the admiring veneration of the 
American people the peerless name of Washington, 
(almost the only bond of fraternal sentiment which the 
bitterness of our sectional controversies has left us), I 
feel as if I was doing more good, as far as I am able to 
do any good, and contributing more to revive the kindly 
feehng which once existed between North and South, 
and which is now, I grieve to say, nearly extinct, than I 
could possibly do by engaging in the wretched scramble 
for office — which is one great source of the dangers that 
threaten the country. 

These considerations, and others of a still more personal 
nature, have necessarily occasioned me to refiect long and 
anxiously, before accepting the nomination with which 
the Union Convention has honored me. In yielding at 
leugtli to the earnest solicitations which have been ad- 
dressed to me, from the most respectable sources in almost 
every part of the Union, I make a painful sacrifice ot 
inclination to what I am led to believe a public duty. It 
has been urged upon me, and I cannot deny that such is 
my own feelings, that we have fallen upon times that call 
upon all good citizens, at whatever cost of personal con- 
venience, to contribute their share, however humble, to 
the public service. 

I suppose it to be the almost universal impression — ^it is 
certainly mine — that the existing state of affairs is ex- 
tremely criticaL Our political controversies have sub- 
stantially assumed an almost purely sectional character — 
that of a fearful struggle between the Nort^ and the 
South. It would not l^e difficult to show at length the 
perilous nature and tendency of this struggle, but I can 
only say, on this occasion, that, in my opinion, it cannot 
be much longer kept up, without rending the Union. I 
do not mean that either of the great parties in the country 
desires or aims at a separation of the States as a final 
object, although there are extremists in considerable 
numbers who have that object in view. While a potent 
and a baleful influence is exercised by men of this class, 
in both sections of the Union, a portion of the conserva- 
tive masses are insensibly and gradually goaded into con- 
currence with opinions and sentiments with which, in the 
outset, they had no sympathy. Meantime, almost wholly 
neglecting the main public interests, our political contro- 
versies turn more and more on questions, in reference to 
which, as abstract formulas, the great sections of the 
country differ irreconcilably, though there is nothing 
practically important at stake which requires the discus- 
sion to be kept up. These controversies are carried on 
with steadily increasing bitterness and exasperation. The 
passions thus kindled have already led to acts of violence 
and bloodshed, approaching to civil war in the Territories, 
and attempted servile insurrection in the States. The 
great religious and philanthropic associations of the coun- 
try are sundered, and the kindly social relations of North 
and South seriously impaired. The national House of 
Representatives, hovering on the verge of anarchy, re- 
quires weeks to effect an organization, which ought to be 
the work of an hour, and it holds Its sessions (many of its 
members, I am told, armed with concealed weapons), on 
the crust of a volcano. The candidates for the Presidency 
representing respectively the dominant sectional ideas, 
wUl, at the ensuing election, in all probability, be sup- 
ported by a purely geographical vote. In other words, 
we are already brought to a pass, at which North and 
South cannot and will not coiiperate in the periodical 
reorganization of the Government. 
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Oan such a state of things long continue, especiallj 
with the ever-preaent risk of new causes of exasperation ? 
1 own it seems to me impossible, unless some healing 
course is adopted, that the catastrophe, which the mass of 
good citizens deprecate, should be much longer delayed. 
A spirit of patriotic moderation must be called into action 
tJiroughout the Union, or it will assuredly be broken up. 
Unless the warfare of inflammatory speeches and incen- 
diary publications is abandoned, and good citizens, as in 
1776 and 1787, North and South, will agree to deal with 
the same elements of discord (for they existed then as now), 
as our Fathers dealt with them, we shall but for a very 
few years longer be even nominally brethren of one family. 
The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by the 
numerical predominance and military prowess of one 
section, exerted to coerce the other into submission, is, in 
my judgment, as self-contradictory as it is dangerous. It 
comes loaded with the death smell from fields wet with 
brothers' blood. If the rital principle of all republican 
goremment " is the consent of the governed," much more 
does a union of coequal sovereign States require, as its 
basis, the harmony of its members and their voluntary 
cooperation in its organic functions. 

Believing, for these reasons, that healing counsels must 
be listened to, if we are much longer to remain one people, 
I regard the late National Union Convention as a move- 
ment in the right direction. I could wish that it had been 
earlier assembled; with less exclusive rerereace to official 
noininatioDS, and with a more comprehensive representa- 
tiao, if possible, of the conflicting opinions of the country. 
On general principles and in ordinary times, I admit that 
third parties are obJectiouHble, but in the existing state 
of affairs, if there is to be any escape from the present ill- 
omened conflict, it would seem that a commencement 
must be made with such a meeting as that of the 9th and 
10th, at Baltimore. It was a fair representation of the 
conservative opinion of the country ; and the calmness, 
gravity and good feeling with which its proceedings were 
conducted, cannot be too highly praised. 

In adopting as its platform the Constitution without 
note or comment, the Convention, as it seems to me, pur- 
sued a wise and patriotic pourse. No other course was 
thought of in the earlier days of the Republic. Elec- 
tioneering platforms are almost without exception equivo- 
cal and delusive. It is oktjected that men differ as to the 
meaning of the fundamental law; but they differ not less 
as to any gloss or commentary. The Constitution, in its 
fair and natural interpretation, is the only basis on which 
good citiz'ns in every part of the country can now unite ; 
and any attempt to go further will usually have no other 
effect than to cause those who agree on great practical 
principles to differ on metaphysical subtleties, or to bring 
together, by artfully constructed phrases and from selfish 
motives, those who have nothing else in common. 

The candidate for the Presidency, presented by the 
Union Convention, is every WHy worthy of confidence and 
support. I speak from personal knowledge and long asso- 
ciation with him in the public service. Uis distinguished 
talent, large experience in public affairs, proved integ- 
rity and sterling patriotism furnish the amplest pledge for 
an honest and efficient administration of the government 
at home and abroad. A citizen of the South, and loyal 
to her constitutional rights, his impartial and conciliatory 
course as a public man affords a ground on which he can 
be supported in either section of the country, without 
dereliction of principle, and by men of all parties, without 
a painful sacrifice of former preferences. 

Deeply regretting that the Convention has not put it in 
my power to pay an equally cordial and emphatic tribute 
to some worthy candidate for the Vice-Presidency, but 
feeling it a duty to give the desired proof of sympathy 
with their patriotic efforts to restore the happy days of 
brotherly concord between the different sections of our 
beloved country. 

I remain, dear sir, sincerely yours, 

EOWAEO EvJtRRT. 
UR. KVSRETT ON SUMNER. 

Soon after the brutal assault on Charles Sum- 
ner, iu 1856, Mr. Everett, iu some remarks 
delivered at Taunton, Mass., referred to the 
subject as follows : 

The civil war, with its horrid train of pillage, fire, and 
slaughter, carried on, toUKout ths slighCut proeoooHon^ 
against the infant settlements of our brethren on thefiron- 
tier of the Union ; the worse than civil war which has for 
months raged unrebuked at the Capital of the Union, and 
has at length, by an act of lawless violence, of which I 
know no paraUel in the history of Constitutional Govern- 
uent, stained the floor of the Senate chamber with Uie 



blood of an unarmed, defenceless man, and he a Senator 
of Massachusetts : if by laying down my life this hour, I 
could undo what has been done the last two years (begin- 
ning with the disastrous repeal of the Missouri Compro- 
mise) to embitter the different parts of the country against 
each other, and weaken the ties which unite them, I would 
willingly, cheerfully, make the sacrifice. 

In a letter, written subsequently, in explana- 
tion of these remarks, Mr. Everett said — 

I have condemned from the outset, and still most 
decidedly condemn the policy of the late Administration 
towards Kansas. I opposed the Kansas-Nebraska bill in 
the Territorial Committee, of which I was a member. I 
voted against the amendment to the bill by which the 
Missouri Compromise was repealed. I opposed the bill to 
the best of my ability, in a speech delivered in the Senate 
on the 8th of February, 1854, of which I send you a copy ; 
and I should have voted against it on its passage (as I 
stated in my place at the next meeting of the Senate) had 
not severe illness compelled me, at S^ o'clock in the morn- 
ing, to leave the Senate chamber before the vote was 
taken. I informed my Southern political friends, when 
the bill was brought in, that it ought to be entitled a bill 
to *' annihilate all conservative feeling in the non-slave- 
holding States." With these views of the subject, though, 
as I trusty for reasons higher than any effect on party 
politics, I/ully concurred in the mairi line ofctrffumeni 
in Mf. Swmner^s Bpeec^. Abstaining, however, habitu- 
ally myself from all personalities in debate, and believing 
that they always irritate and never persuade nor convince 
I could not of course bestow my " unqualified approbation" 
on the manner in which he treated the subject. 

OEORCMA ON KTERRTT. 

On the accession of Gen. Harrison to the 
Presidency, in 1840, he nominated the Hon. 
Edward Everett as minister to England, and 
this nomination was resisted with ^eat perti- 
nacity by the entire force of the Democratic 
party in the Senate, on the ground of Mr. 
Everett's Anti-Slavery sentiments, already quo- 
ted. The Whigs having a majority in the 
Senate, tiie nomination, after a severe struggfe, 
was confirmed. Among tho.^e voting for the 
Confirmation was the Hon. James McPherson 
Berrien, of Georgia ; but his vote on this occa- 
sion was so distasteful to the people of Georgia 
that the legislature of that State adopted the 
following resolve : 

JBesolved^ That the opinions publicly proclaimed by 
Edward Everett, now minister to England, of the power 
and obligation of Congress to abolish Slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to interdict the slave-trade between the 
States, and to ref^e the admission into the Union of any 
Territory tolerating Slavery, are unconstitutional in their 
character, subversive of the rights of the South, and if 
carried out, will destroy this Union ; and that the Hon. 
John McPherson Berrien, in sustaining for an important 
appointment, an individual holding such obnoxious senti- 
ments, has omitted a proper occa^on to j^ve an efficient 
check to such sentiments, and in so doing has not truly 
represented the opinions or wishes of the people of 
Georgia, of either political party. 

The vote of the legislature on the adoption 
of this resolve was : In the Senate, Ayes 40 ; 
Nays 0. In the House, Ayes 101 ; Nays 40. 

JUDGE DOUOLAS ON THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE.. 

In a speech delivered at Springfield, III., in 

1849, Senator Douglas, in speaking of the MiA- 

souri Compromise, said : 

It has received the sanction of all parties in every sec- 
tion of the Union. It had its origin in the hearts. of ail 
patriotic men who desired to preserve and perpetuate 
the blessings of our glorious TTnion— an origin nkin to 
tiiat of the Constitution of the United States, conceivt 4 
in the same spirit of fraternal affection, and calculated co 
remove forever the only danger which seemed to threaten 
at some distant day to sever the sacred bond of Union. 
All the evidences of public opinion seem to indicate that 
this Compromise has become canonised in the hearts of 
the American people as a sacred thing, which no ruthleia 
hand would be reckless enough to disturb. 
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COUNTIES. 



Barnstable 

Berkshire 

Bristol 

Dukes 

Franklin 

Hampden 

Hampshire 

Middlesex 

Nantucket. . . . 

Norfolk 

Plymouth ... . 

Suffolk 

Worcester 

Total 



1856. 



Hep. 
Frem't 



2667 

5814 

8815 

817 

15385 
4445 
6588 
5166 

17222 

588 

8402 

7228 

85S2 

179711 



Dem. 
Buc'an 



Atn. 
Fill're. 



708 
2749 
2465 

161 
4577 
1266 
2780 

882 
7706 

1^6 
8697 
1772 
5863 
4604 



108190 



89240 



800 

877 

986 

122 

2612 

260 

681 

277 

4095 

78 

2670 

1496 

4648 

1129 



19626 



1852« 


1 


1848. 




1844. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F. Soil. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Detn. 


Scott. 


Pierce. 


UHle. 


Taylur. 


Cass. 


Van 15. 


Olay. 


Polk. 


1879 


892 


478 


2016 


802 


616 


2290 


1416 


8679 


2978 


681 


8519 


2887 


1549 


8656 


8885 


8827 


8267 


2091 


4840 


2170 


2882 


4872 


4903 


260 


225 


48 


290 


188 


81 


802 


255 


6589 


4676 


8485 


8555 


4678 


6020 


8518 


6269 


2662 


1726 


1218 


2188 


1542 


1646 


2726 


2047 


8446 


8458 


757i 


8806 


8061 


1284 


8416 


8698 


8800 


1425 


1243 


8056 


1070 


1806 


8726 


1606 


8750 


8926 


62811 


9864 


6820 


6964 


9581 


9124 


829 


189 


189 


444 


89 


159 


688 


287 


8589 


8454 


2479 


4789 


2151 


8588 


6217 


4287 


2998 


2080 


2440 


8568 


1847 


8189 


4449 


8815 


4868 


6418 


1600 


8895 


8178 


2182 


8778 


4659 


7283 


6966 


7188, 


6827 


6058 


8843 


! 9869 


7662 


62688 


44569 


28023 


61070 


85281 


28058 


67418 


62846 



Aho 
Bu'iiey. 



251 

401 

644 

24 

1887 
428 
461 
626 

1718 

41 

888 

805 

509 

2147 



10860 



1840. 



Whig. 
HH'buii 



Dem. 
^'al) li. 



2761 

8981 

4856 

846 

10056 
8461 
8441 
4088 
9716 
671 
6404 
5066 
7567 

11587 



72874 



1564 
8780 
4904 

294 
6518 
2187 
8812 
1626 
8626 

820 
4288 
8548 
4889 
6764 



61944 



Fremont over Buchanan, 68,960; Scott over Pierce, 8,114; Taylor over Cass, 25,789; Clay over Polk, 14,572 ; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 20,980. Mr. Birney received 1,621 votes in 1840. 



COUNTIES. 


Rep. 
Kreni't 


Dem. 
Biic'ao 


Am. 
Fill'r«. 


Whig. 

!«Cott. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


F. Soil 
Hale. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Pern. 
CntiS. 


FeeD. 
VunB. 


WJiig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
I'oJk. 


Aho 
Birney. 


Whig. 
Ha'bon 


Dem. 
VanB 


Addison 

.Bennington 

Caledonia 

Chittenden 

Essex 

Franklin 

Grand Isle 

Lamoille 

Orange 

Orleans 

Rutland 

Washington 

Wfaidham 

Windsor 


8862 
2120 
2540 
2844 

622 
2454 

406 
1607 
8207 
2007 
4798 
8821 
4068 
6706 


884 

785 

1061 
688 
274 
870 
92 
402 

1864 
494 
881 

1859 
742 

1278 


68 
70 
28 
78 

4 
65 

9 
13 
61 

6 
85 

5 
47 
66 


2041 

1888 

1673 

1672 

467 

1675 

295 

893 

1799 

1199 

2758 

1402 

2053 

8358 


878 

1150 

1480 

808 

882 

1211 

186 

462 

1656 

859 

938 

1281 

• 881 

1528 


642! 
181 
487, 
908: 
16 
626; 
8ll 
689! 
752 
808 
773 

1217 
986 

1105 


2558 

1569 

1367 

1763 

870 

1456 

811 

289 

1780 

1066 

2911 

1898 

2648 

8656 


819 

1150 

1158 

571 

881 

691 

180 

474 

1414 

662 

744 

1693 

608 

1103 


1085 

616 

888 

1516 

42 

1204 

104 

754 

1808 

586 

1877 

1106 

1448 

1908 


2527 

1656 

1762 

1924 

892 

1872 

889 

485 

2076 

1 1192 

8584 

1650 

2642 

4669 


772 
1450 
1780 
1444 

331 
1488 

165 

759 
1910 

883 
1678 
2086 
1708 
1848 


81 2i 

i6s; 

184, 

380; 

18; 

261 1 

411 
412 
245 
888 
801 
385 
688 


2806 

1796 

2025 

2266 

448 

2186 

863 

907 

2874 

1294 

4114 

2057 

3472 

5817 


916 
1428 
1718 
1881 

803 
119] 

162 

888 
2216 

746 
1561 
1984 
1716 
1821 


Total 


89561 


10669 645 


1 22178 


18044 


8621 


1 23122 10948 

1 


18887 


26770 


18011 8964 


82440 


18018 



Fremont over Buchanan, 28,992; Scott over Pierce, 9,129; Taylor over Cass, 12,174; Clay over Polk, 8,729; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 14,422. Mr. Birney received 819 votes in 1810. 
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COUNTIES 


Rep. 


Dem. 


Am^ 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F. Soil. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Aho. 


WJiig. 


Dem. 




Frem't 


line' an 


Fill're. 


Scott. 


Pierce. 


Hale. 


Taylor. 


Cass. 


VanB. 


Clay. 


Polk. 


Biruey. 


Ha'bbit 


Van B. 


Atlantic 


647 


«84 


.160 


849 


761 


^ 


472 


780 


__ 


498 


848 


• • * ■ • ■ 


425 


846 


Bergen 


486 


1548 


797 


926 


1414 


»"■' 


1004 


1262 


16 


979 


1440 


• • • « • • 


977 


1346 


Burlington 


8149 


8682 


1584 


8820 


8796 


114 


8898 


8014 


80 


8780 


8017 


• • • • • • 


8417 


2406 


Camden 


817 


1766 


2088 


1568 


1696 


27 


1967 


1286 


28 


1448 


1208 


• ••••• 


Unorg 


anized 


Cape May 


177 


812 


497 


604 


862 


— 


667 


226 


— 


780 


814 


• • » • • 


696 


194 


Cumberland . . . 


642 


1574 


1281 


1871 


1312 


2 


1666 


1319 


— 


1649 


1871 


• ■•••• 


1497 


1190 


Essex 


4760 


6846 


4888 


6242 


6631 


86j 


5997 


2824 


127 


5471 


8665 




4686 


2832 


Gloucester 


639 


9S6 


1880 


1221 


1083 


56 


1297 


882 


88 


1411 


902 


• • • • • • 


2888 


1778 


Hudson 


1702 


2574 


1411 


1596 


1646 


29 


1484, 


760 


80 


1129 


708 


• • • • ■ ■ 


782 


601 


Hunterdon 


1654 


8496 


1106 


2290 


8678 


1 


2ldl 


8220 


9 


2644 


8886 




1880 


2788 


Mercer 


2166 


2&'S7 


1064 


2668 


2669 


18j 


2681 


2068 


26 


1888 


16771 


2022 


1494 


Middlesex 


1209 


2468 


1988 


2496 


2401 




2469 


1807 


129 


2821 


20231 


2014 


1*688 


Monmouth .... 


1003 


8819 


1815 


1806 


8179 


6' 


-8119 


8450 


4 


8221 


8434 


2958 


2880 


Morris 


2810 


8008 


696 


2549 


2800 


85 


2889 


2424 


91 


2903 


2466; 


2509 


2160 


Ocean 


892 


660 


, 804 


1102 


667 


«. 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Passaic 


1422 


1618 


i 964 


1670 


1825 


— 


1749 


1804 


120 


1602 


1291! 


1862 


96S 


Salem 


482 
1295 


1769 
1846 


1616 
709 


1724 
1814 


1788 
1680 


*1 


1702 
2028 


1586 
1617 


28 


1775 
2189 


1493 

1978' 1 


1582 
1721 


1802 


Somerset 


1346 


SuBsex 


1601 


8064 


' 81 


1177 


8184 


8 


1211 


8448 


46 


1296 


8490 


1171 


2982 


Warren 


1596 


2877 


j 446 


1574 


2759 


10 


1684 


, 2689 


13 


1646 


2899, 

■ ■ H 


1419 


2466 


Total 


28888 


46848 


24115 


88666 


44805 


860 


40015 


86901 

1 


819 


88818 


87495| 181, 

1 : 


88861 


81034 



Buchanan over Fremont, 18j605 ; Pierce over Scott, 6,749 ; Taylor over Cass, 8,114 ; Clay over Polk, 828 ; Harrison 
over Van Buren, 2,817. Mr. Bu-nej received 69 votes in 1840. 
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1856. 


1852. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840'. 


COUNTIEa 
































Sep. 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


P. fioil. 


Wiig. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Aho. 


Whig. 


I>etn. 




Fieiu't 


Buc'iiu 1 


Fill'i-e. i 

1 


bcott. 


Pierce 


Hate. 


Taylor 


Ctl8<i. 


Va^>B. 


Lluy. 


Folk. 


Utrney 


Ha'boa 


ran JJ. 


Adams 


1407 


1790 


273 


1218 


1786 


288 


1259 


1690 


196 


1262 


1611 


87 


1206 


1441 


Allen 


1416 


1508 


. 94 


958 


1586 


23 


728 


1070 


2 


779 


1062 


9 


768 


888 


Ashland 


1912 


2089 


89 


1868 


2434 


297 


Un 


organi 


Eed. 












Ashtabula 


5108 


975 


252 


2174 


1076 


2502 


1124 


878 


2467 


8888 


1128 


687 


8788 


896 


Athens 


2299 


1850 


154 


1751 


1383 


864 


1846 


1509 


820 


2050 


1425 


220 


2094 


182^ 


Auglaize 


912 


1604 


88 


5S8 


1480 


24 


IJn 


organi 


zed. 












Belmont 


1817 


2810 


1758 


2786 


2694 


454 


2723 


2S92 


648 


8140 


2821 


184 


8166 


2603 


BrowA 


1785 


2700 


428 


1702 


2460 


893 


1'.71 


2557 


403 


1798 


2342 


180 


1798 


\Mii>9 


Butler 


2801 


8509 


296 


2210 


8579 


122 


1959 


8536 


881 


2158 


8546 


61 


2101 


8192 


CarroU 


1750 


1255 


87 


1648 


1856 


242 


1458 


1895 


846 


1701 


1584 


140 


1677 


1545 


Champaign 


1995 


1711 


820 


]994 


1687 


206 


1878 


1508 


880 


2069 


1409 


82 


2062 


1207 


Clark 


2641 


1639 


168 


2662 


1374 


183 


2606 


1375 


208 


2477 


1156 


43 


2381 


895 


Clermont 


2188 


2741 


781 


2218 


2766 


409 


2204 


2883 


404 


2189 


2627 


105 


2044 


2815 


Clinton 


2117 


1170 


240 


1424 


1063 


702 


1288 


1122 


785 


1786 


1187 


172 


1847 


10O6 


Columbiana . . . 


8516 


2497 


96 


2237 


2911 


998 


1850 


2732 


865 


8416 


8748 


217 


8600 


8660 


Coshocton 


2162 


2261 


66 


1798 


2618 


73 


1814 


2422 


187 


1886 


2281 


60 


1830 


2009 


Crawford. 


1685 


2154 


82 


1074 


2106 


68 


952 


1678 


90 


1197 


1734 


8 


1009 


1206 


Cuyahoga 


6860 


4446 


290 


2944 


8671 


2107 


1776 


2368 


2594 


83«1 


2388 


812 


3102 


1814 


Darke 


2086 
821 


1988 
895 


209 
88 


1719 
554 


1797 
896 


92 

43 


ft 1508 
Un 


1554 
organi 


81 
zed. 


1408 


1409 


25 


1803 


1071 


Defiance 




Delaware 


2867 


1649 


230 


2083 


1591 


?91 


1866 


1574 


2G8 


2548 


2017 


118 


2360 


1644 


Erie 


2258 


1877 


75 


; 1589 


1404 


275 


1409 


999 


681 


1458 


1261 


65 


1324 


1«H2 


Fairfield 


1700 


8283 


711 


2117 


8311 


10 


2488 


8516 


42 


2542 


8637 


15 


2468 


8818 


Fayette 


1209 


880 


873 


1221 


893 


166 


1157 


946 


128 


1229 


878 


67 


1182 


771 


Franklin 


8488 


8791 


574 


8498 


8652 


242 


8199 


8029 


284 


2965 


2498 


72 


2886 


1774 


Fulton 


1098 


772 


64 


587 


727 


71; 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Gallia.... 


610 
2694 


1841 
576 


1206 
68 


1567 
1147 


1108 
664 


185 
1489; 


1680 

872 


1081 
922 


95 
1878 


1484 
2274 


967 
1101 


81 
283 


1479 
2310 


725 


Geauga 


921 


Greene 


8082 


1465 


214 


i 2480 


1490 


600; 


2086 


1256 


UA 


2422 


1880 


126 


2321 


1173 


Guernsey 


2892 


1982 


210 


1 1941 


1809 


504^ 


2375 


2504 


489 


274(5 


2628 


218 


2606 


2186 


Hamilton 


9845 


18051 


6680 


9352 


13435 


a84i 


9018 


10884 


19S<> 


7201 


8983 


298 


6878 


5835 


Hancock .... 


1T78 


1944 


37 


1076 


1617 


85 


1016 


1501 


22 


907 


1247 


2 


698 


1063 


Hardin 


1091 
2060 


882 
1478 


82 
110 


882 
1723 


847 
1462 


74 
422 


596 
1564 


6(i6 
1658 


51 
643 


610 
2039 


496 
1750 


6 
195 


481 
2008 


876 


Harrison 


1789 


Henry . . .... 


537 


665 


22 


825 


6;i6 


14 


217 


297 


17 


229 


245 


— 


191 


181 


Highland 


1810 


2140 


894 


19S2 


2290 


2S1 


2114 


£224 


842 


2148 


2164 


114 


2145 


1899 


Hocking 


1092 


1454 


116 


865 


1552 


21 


856 


1819 


28 


719 


1289 


2 


649 


903 


Holmes 


1285 


21U8 


5 


1066 


2100 


42 


1118 


2224 


45 


1142 


2317 


6 


1109 


1906 


Huron 


8468 


1709 


64 


2242 


1819 


898; 


1950 


1769 


876 


2564 


2186 


188 


2291 


1581 


Jackson 


988 


1383 


416 


1069 


1098 


191 


987 


1108 


50 


908 


1046 


18 


794 


785 


Jefferson 


2424 


1991 


259 


1995 


2169 


848i 


2147 


2231 


455 


2885 


2364 


95 


2800 


2218 


Knox 


2785 


2437 


124 


1674 


2692 


626 


1910 


2890 


639 


2746 


8824 


134 


2441 


2789 


Lake 


2371 
748 


628 
1150 


89 
902 


1046 
1299 


670 
981 


nil 

15 


777 
1164 


716 
745 


904 
58 


1818 
1140 


901 
668 


109 
3 


1887 
1118 


653 


Lawrence .. .. 


453 


Licking 


8027 


8871 


417 


2779 


85U9 


582 


8a30 


8468 


661 


8500 


8S40 


238 


8357 


8516 


Logan 


2098 


1828 


267 


2118 


1861 


191 


1652 


1147 


276 


1625 


1015 


93 


1574 


845 


Lorain 


8604 


1420 


54 


1832 


1554 


1777 


647 


1478 


1616 


1956 


1793 


478 


1868 


1818 


Lucas. 


1639 
997 


1866 
656 


486 
475 


1288 
1400 


1271 
665 


129 
61 


1298 
1829 


1197 
712 


827 

80 


1167 
1269 


881 
648 


12 

8 


981 
1201 


526 


Madison 


671 


Mahoning 


2823 


1987 


29 


955 


1873 


1088 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Marion 


1867 


1275 


4 


914 


1270 


79 


1001 


1193 


55 


1425 


1480 


88 


1858 


.1128 


Medina 


2685 


1572 


28 


1579 


1754 


1008 


1440 


1886 


1098 


2046 


1920 


220 


i 1798 


1486 


Meigs 


1998. 


1603 


844 


1578 


1899 


297 


1827 


1014 


805 


1341 


880 


41 


1284 


649 


Mercer 


629 


1159 


114 


600 


881 


11 


860 


641 


16 


428 


812 


4 


551 


1848' 


Miami 


8171 


1988 


159 


2754 


2004 


286 


2642 


1822 


272 


2672 


1657 


113 


2469 


1889 


Monroe 


1016 


2812 


418 


997 


2422 


180 


999 


2574 


830 


1210 


2648 


114 


1 V^^ 


2075 


Montgomery... 


4088 


4286 


891 


8886 


8744 


177 


8661 


8380 


804 


8:388 


8101 


83 


U'l'i 


2951 


Morgan 


2125 


1669 


201 


2084 


1708 


220 


2820 


2448 


814 


2061 


2077 


64 


1651 


1910 


Morrow 


2081 


1667 


101 


' 1030 


1710 


748 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Muskingum 


8172 


8891 


1092 


■ 4228 


8500 


214 


4427 


8880 


228 


4489 


8196 


86 


4367 


2772 


Noble 


1603 
454 


1887 

477 


154 

1 


8&5 
274 


1487 
400 


485 
2 


Un 

190 


organi 
281 


zed. 
46 


241 


288 


9 


282 




Ottawa 


168 


Paulding 


497 


170 


6 


121 


842 


6 


70 


. 198 


— 


63 


192 


— 


66 


155 


Perry 


1885 
1724 


1847 
20C6 


492 
882 


1417 
2176 


2246 
2041 


17 
85 


1488 
2115 


2192 
1960 


19 
24 


1527 
2219 


2278 
2012 


8 
10 


1471 
2201 


2097 


Pickaway .... 


1187 


Pike 


528 
2988 


1175 

2072 


876 
6 


927 
1851 


1029 
2007 


16 
1296 


848 
1270 


909 
2149 


88 
1127 


800 
2510 


886 
2247 


16 
244 


650 
2524 


647 


Portage 


196& 


Preble 


2249 


1561 


273 


2258 


1688 


197 


2106 


1619 


814 


2262 


1526 


70 


2299 


1881 


Putnam 


790 


1116 


4 


461 


890 


61 


402 


684 


8 


451 


697 


2 


401 


582 


Richmond 


2726 


2909 


58 


2188 


8284 


209 


2087 


8177 


188 


8448 


6574 


111 


8881 


4589 


Ross 


2486 
1548 


2681 
1599 


589 
45 


8091 
1064 


2466 
1619 


179 

88 


8894 

928 


2806 
1148 


174 
124 


8821 
997 


2880 
1214 


90 
12 


8081 
919 


2071 


Sandusky 


917 


Scioto 


546 


684 


1821 


1804 


1424 


29 


1888 


1268 


18 


1619 


1096 


'_- 


1472 


749 


Seneca 


2565 


2606 


108 


1972 


2809 


118 


1686 


2826 


488 


1727 


2816 


41 


1483 


1616 


Shelby 


1866 


1446 


1%7 


1147 


1809 


64 


1021 


1129 


49 


1026 


1014 


26 


956 


1027 


Starke 


8770 


8688 


29 


2740 


8684 


856 


2882 


8495 


670 


2962 


8675 


76 


2701 


8106 


Summit 


8185 


1746 


74 


2886 


1966 


660 


1892 


1815 


1058 


2841 


2066 


184 


2662 


1646 


Trumbull 


4049 


1920 


18 


1968 


2089 


1789 


1864 


1951 


2076 


8887 


8644 


788 


4101 


8825 


Tuscarawas.... 


8007 


2656 


18 


2659 


2685 


112 


2662 


2668 


164 


2696 


2866 


86 


2888 


1787 


Union 


1481 

758 


1055 
789 


268 
82 


1249 
422 


948 

787 


265 
6 


1080 
228 


797 
881 


178 


1009 
168 


710 
270 


82 


946 
Unorg 


677 


Van Wert 


anised 


Vinton 


982 


1174 


61 


774 


912 


96 


• Un 


organ] 


zed. 












Warren 


2688 


1776 


844 


2828 


1919 


228 


2626 


1861 


402 


2822 


1796 


86 


2818 


\m 



POPULAB VOTE FOR PRESIDENT. 



219 



OiriO'^(ConHnued), 



COUNTIES. 



Washington . . 

"Wayne , 

AVilliams 

Wood 

Wyandotte . , . 

Total.. 



1856. 



Hrp. I Dem. 
Kiiiu'ii 1>iiu'mii 



Am. 
I'Mll're 



2788 2251 

2904' 2918 

1827, 1022 

1819: 9;w 

1247i 1278 



2S1 

47 

49 

148 

108 



1852. 



WHff 
Scott. 



2478 

2288 

546 

881 

990 



/.Vm. 
Pierce. 



2189 

8148 

882 

9^6 

1290 



187497 170874 28126 1152526 169220 



Hiile. 



888 

149 

160 

20 

9 



81682 



1848. 



I Whig. 

; 2079 
I 2284 
I 828 
647 
951 



/ em. 



1980 

8880 

510 

686 

1059 



138860154775 



V«n B. 



462 
190 
154 

29 
46 



85854 



1844. 



Whig. 
VAny. 



2194 

2759 

•588 

576 

Un 



155057 



Dem. 
Polk. 



1686 
8765 
678 
570 
organ! 



Aho. 
UiriKfy 



151 
75 



1840. 




149117 



zed. 



2109 

2798 

896 

548 


145S 

8821 
407 
518 



8050 148157124782 



Fremont over Buchanan, 16,628; Pierce over Scott, 16,694; Cass over Taylor, 16,415; Clay over Polk, 5,940* 
Harrison over Van Buren, 28,875. In 1840, Mr. Birney received 908 votes. 



3sr BT7^-"5r o nzs:. 



COUNTIES. 



Albany 

Allegany 

Broome 

Citttaraugus . . 

Cayuga 

Chautauqua . . 

Chemung 

Chenango 

Columbia 

Cortland 

Clinton 

Delaware 

Dutchess 

xjri6 «•• -•••• 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Genesee 

Oreene 

Hamilton 

Herkimer 

Jefferson . . 

Kings 

licwls 

Livingston 

Montgomery.. 

Madison 

Monroe 

^'ew York .... 

Niagara 

Onondaga . . . 
Ontario . . 

Orange 

Oneida 

Oswego 

Orleans 

Otsego 

Putnam 

Queens 

Rensselaer.... 

Richmond 

Rockland . 
St. Lawrence.. 
{Saratoga ... . 
Schenectady . . 

Schuvler 

Suffolk 

Seneca 

Schobarle 

Sullivan 

Steuben 

^oga 

Tompkins .... 

Ulster 

Washington .. 

Warren 

Wayne 

Wyoming 

Westchester . . 
Yates 

Total 



Hep. 
Krem'i 



Dem. 
I>)io'hii 



5016 
6545 
4297 
5166 
7085 
7087 
2604 
6458 
8818 
8596 
2669 
4867 
5512 
€901 
2904 
1409 
2598 
8620 
216't 

145) 
5074 
8249 
7S46 
8124 
8697 
8076 
6812 
75S4 
17771 
8906 
K071 
4551 
4274 
11172 
8246 
80S8 
6878 

968 
1886 
5158 

786 

668 
9698 
4524 
1714 
2542 
2898 
2168 
2876 
1690 
7270 
8881 
4019 
2982 
5174 
2202 
5776 
4066 
4450 
2994 



276007 



7751 
1640 
2106 
1778 

1818 
1847 
1789 
2406 
8020 
1181 
2 m 
2107 
4(«9 
75:36 
1173 
16<^ 
1374 

2846 
260 
1660 
8490 
14174 
1114 
1652 
1485 
1361 
46S8 
41918 
1864 
4227 
1642 
8948 
6886 
8688 
1052 
8595 
1096 
2894 
4415 
1650 
1626 
1960 
2446 
787 
9S1 
2045 
1625 
2837 
1588 
8217 
2154 
1480 
4(^0 
1082 
1000 
1999 
1911 
4000 
015 



Am. 

Kill'te. 



5301 

866 

791 

978 
1923 
2017 

766 
1070 
1981 

628 
1811 
2009 
2013 
5620, 

956 
1145, 
1034, 
llOOi 
16331 

117| 
1230 
1058! 
86471 

418. 
19791 
1713, 

865 
3070; 
19922 
1985 
1724 
2189 
2172 
1601' 
1175 
1412 
1229 

479 
2521 
4548 

946 

987 
1382 
2681 
1218 

461 
1980 
1265 
1680 
2087 
2084 

485 
1470 
4708 
1848 

785 
1448 

671 
8641 

851 



195678124604 

i 



Whig. 
Scot I. 



7246 
8670 
2674 
8687 
4888 
5612 
2826 
8880 
4142 
2828 
2286 
8289 
5495 
8023 
2756 
1747 
2171 
8858 
2808 

126 
2679 
5656 
8487 
1727 
4096 
2995 
8879 
7467 
28115 
8418 
6097 
4402 
4221 
7831 
4875 
2586 
4454 

826 
2208 
6185 
1147 

788 
4570 
4498 
1654 
From 
1917 
2218 
29&S 
2054 
5286 
2284 
8410 
5188 
4230 
1174 
408^ 
8005 
4088 
1974 



Dtm. 
Pieice. 



8868 
4009 
8064 
8498 
4550 
8703 
8189 
4481 
4455 
2064 
2812 
4052 
5600 
7088 
\%Z 
2074 
2070 
2166 
8242 

' 842 
4220 
6279 

10621 
2585 
8055 
8878 
8485 
6314 

84226 
2862 
6415 
8847 
5171 
8686 
4978 
2267 
5486 
1521 
2899 
6563 
1824 
1785 
6588 
4291 
1900 

Steub 
8806 
2511 
8846 
2681 
6880 
2815 
8472 
5916 
8174 
1718 
4050 
2471 
5279 
2158 



284882 262083 



F. Soil. 
liHle. 



Whig. 
Taylor. 



.. 



Dfin. 
Cha8. 



138 
678 
847 

561 
016 
1146 
889 
8081 

655! 
2451 
889 

SS> 
5101 
174! 
180i 
115; 
818 

16 

555 

757 

66 

808i 

• 808 

40 

1584 

775 

206 

1056 

1701 

547 

16 

1088 

2148 

605 

648 

"12 

218 

80 

1886 
71 

en, Ch 

200 

18; 
44 

845 
197 
862 

26 
451' 
119 
Hi 
727, 

55 
824i 



25829i 



7068 
2789 
2490 
2604 
4318 
4207 
1943 
85b7 
8343 
1879 
1941 
2882 
5376 
7647 
2629 
1863 
1976 
2S90 
2707 

2480 
4841 
7511 
1228 
8730 
2924 
2898 
6539 
29057 
2828 
5442 
8848 
4172 
6032 
8655 
2402 
8929 

816 
2444 
6241 
1099 

918 
8667 
4438 
1716 
emung 
2180 
1767 
2724 
1672 
4857 
1788 
8008 
4660 
4486 
1270 
8567 
2881 
4112 
1651 



FreeD. 
Vnii b. 



4002 
1288 
1969 
1677 
1084 
1911 

728 
2616 
2121 

946 
1472 

790 
8297 
8360 
1002 

974 

880 

IISO 

1551 

With 

699 
2445 
4882 

789 

889 
1285 
1565 
1448 
18884 
1818 
2229 
1272 
8170 
8585 
1184 

918 
8674 

996. 
1810 
26S5' 

860; 
1064 

618 
2515i 
10691 
andT, 
1051! 
1860 
2671 
1868: 
19761 
16881 
1270 
1970 
1225 
101^ 

79' 
1887 
2146 

862 



2407 
2040 

777 
1286 
8979 
1628 
2166! 
1481 
2100 
1803 
1221 
2908 
1296 
2357 
1119 

911 
1602 
1111 
1425 

Ful 
8898 
4842 

817 
1268 
2100 
1602 
2739 
4671 
5106 
2080 
4942 
2627 
1484 
4816 
4254 
1772i 
19411 

415 

800i 



'4 

n 



123 

256 
6028 
1405 

444 

ompki 

1400 

1528 

654 

584 
8628! I 

789. i 
264K| 
2277 
2024 

618 
8690 
168<l> 
1812 
1488 



218608.114318.120510 



Wliig. 


Dem. 


A1)0. 1 


ClHy. 


i'olk. 


Hirney 


7109 


6916 


124 


8918 


8640 


485 


2681 


2508 


106 


2743 


2684 


487 


4908 


5202 


876 


5612 


8407 


814 


1791 


2592 


106 


4215 


4495 


248 


4822 


4691 


11 


2378 


2858 


543 


1919 


2218 


410 


8071 


4280 


205 


5767 


5627 


87 


6905 


5050 


415 


2612 


1998 


143 


1624 


1501 


98 


2107 


2192 


100 


8604 


2105 


298 


2968 


8488 


80 


ton. 






1 2868 


4846 


608 


5576 


6291 


712 


5107 


4648 


77 


1640 


2078 


154 


8778 


2709 


210 


2849 


8278 


85 


8688 


8848 


1811 


6878 


5611 


430 


26885 


2S296 


117 


8100 


2589 


810 


6495 


6878 


782 


4568 


8659 


435 


4626 


5803 


87 


6988 


7717 


1144 


8771 


4382 


851 


2600 


2811 


276 


4748 


6050 


418 


979 


1781 


m— 


2547 


2751 


___ 1 


6860 


5618 


181 


1049 


1068 


1 


794 


1679 


1 


4672 


6008 


468 


4550 


4200 


119 


1814 


1679 


81 


ns. 




1 


2487 


8876 


14 


2827 


2669 


124 


2986 


8528 


111 


1739 


1964 


80 


4385 


5512 


248 


1999 


2545 


90 


aS45 


4018 


822 


4804 


4783 


12 


6024 


8270 


833 


1880 


1791 


118 


8958 


4046 


668 


2754 


2102 


442 


4258 


4412 


19 


2056 


2110 


20T, 


232482 


2875B8 


ifisia 



Whig. 



Dem. 
Van \^. 



6371 
4132! 
2895. 
2966; 
5164 
59S5 
1693 
4886 
4287 
2664 
2023 
2988; 
53651 
67841 
26171 
1440 
1964' 
7057; 
2991! 

123 
8118 
6267 
8298 
1718 
8916 
2828 
4266 
6468 
20968 
2964 
6557 
4828 
4371 
7166 
4192 
2606 
4856 

920 
2522 
6752 

908 

687 
4803 
4416 
1752 

2415 
2466 
2895 
1476 

4081 
1925 
8969 
4491 
5071 
1806 
4809 

With 

4088 
2072 



6944 
88S2 
2131 
2485 
4864 
8845 
2296 
8995 
4478 
2229 
1828 
8847 
6862 
8691 
1789 
1110 
1646 
8809 
8258 

223 
4850 
5680 
8167 
1755 
2684 
8298 
4114 
4884 
21935 
2219 
6568 
8451 
4845 
7768 
8907 
2027 
56S1 
1583 
2650 
5424 

851 
1667 
4761 
8878 
1577 

8482 
2472 
8845 
1679 
4820 
2180 
8558 
4280 
8024 
1411 
8997 

Gen 'Ma 

4864 
2087 



225817212527 



Fremont over Buchanan, 80,129; Pierce over Scott, 27,201; Taylor over Cass, 104,285; Polk over Clay, 6,106 ; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 18,290. Mr. Birney received 2,808 votes In 1840* and Gerrit Smith, Lomd Befi>rm ao4 
AbolUioitiUi received 2^ votes In 1848. 
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JLLJNOJS-iOofUiMud), 



COUNTIES. 


1856. 


1852. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840. 




Kfp. 

Ftem't 


Dem. 

I-IIC'HD 


Am. 
Kill're 


Whig 

Scoti. 


J)rm. 
Pierce. 


t\ Sod. 
HHle. 


Tnylor. 


Ca»H. 


FreeD. 
Vhii B. 


Whig. 
Cl*y. 


Dem.. 
Polk. 


Abo. 
fiirney 


Whig. 

HR'fc'oi 


Dtm. 
VdiiB 


Shelby 

Stark 

St. Chdr 

Stephenson 

Tazewell 

Union 


152 

718 

1996 

1907 

1028 

46 

1606 

122 

1282 

244 

129 

27 

1902 

2398 

10 

8686 

696 


1414 

868 

172« 

1308 

1818 

1288 

1111 

481 

1117 

1182 

1218 

1062 

618 

1576 

1419 

467 

747 


461 
162 
928 

60 
767 
246 
194 
4S5 
807 
288 
4021 
846 
210, 

10 
188 

61 
189 


446 
886 
998 
976 

1869 
169 
997 
469 
806 
251 
859 
749 
654 

1261 
844 

1028 
889 


968 
850 
2571 
1061 
869 
830 
761 
865 
781 
768 
757 
782 
618 
1450 
799 
820 
685 


82 

170 

80 

1 
86 

168 

28 
1 

151 
820 

725! 
49 


887 
214 

1109 
780 

1097 
108 
942 
456 
687 
204 
818 
674 
891 
718 
211 
866 
186 


668 
174 
2028 
768 
698 
608 
768 
808 
629 
677 
479 
618 
286 
897 
675 
240 
809 


1 

84! 

68 

111 

96 

6 

68 

14 

140 

27 

1 

18 
279 
640 

807 
62 


816 
187 

1042 
488 

1011 
94 
869 
479 
600 
264 
266 
T86 
884 
609 
179 
646 
159 


688 
206 
1946 
466 
e28 
617 
768 
816 
608 
666 
687 
748 
289 
810 
766 
868 
822 


83 

7 

24 

83 

"28 

2! 

85! 

8! 

"47 

209 
179' 
152 

8 


408 

187 

989 

871 

1181 

78 

1044 

609 

• 711 

149 

205 

770 

876 

768 

108 

789 

Unorg 


761 
164 
1788 
241 
661 
686 


Vermilion 

Wabash 

Warren 

Washington . . . 

Wayne 

Whit« 

Whiteside 

Will 

Williamson 

Winnebago 

W'oodford 


687 
264 
624 
498 
600 
689 
236 
1867 
678 
821 
anized 


Total.. 


96189 


105348 


87444 


64934 


80697 


9966 


68047 


56800| 16774 


46628 


67920 


8670J 


46637, 


47476 



Buchanan over Fremont, 9,159; Pierce over Scott, 16.668; Cass over Taylor, 8,268; Polk over Clay, 12,892; 
Van Buren over Harrison, 1,989. In 1840, Mr. Blrney received 149 votes. 
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IT. 



COUNTIES. 


Bep. 


Deni. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F. Soil 


' Whig. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Abet. 


Whig. 


Dem. 




FremM 


Buc'nn 


Fill're. 


Scott. 


Pierce. 


HHle. 


,TRyl«»r. 


l^ans. 


\ an B. 


CUy. 


Polk. 


iiirney 


tlH'ifUD 


Vhii B. 


Allegan 


1626 


1027 


29 


647 


682 


66 


274 


804 


174 


828 


299 


11 


257 


174 


Barry 


1495 


bT2 


49 


4T8 


662 


107 


248 


881 


98 


228 


249 


16 


128 


105 


Berrien 


1926 


1540 


182 


1017 


1284 


41 


968 


1147 


108 


718 


828 


85' 


649 


548 


Branch 


2608 


1822 


14 


1077 


1880 


202 


666 


1084 


400 


644 


888 


89! 


643 


616 


Calhoun 


8495 


2151 


122 


1784 


1824 


440 


1264 


1487 


746 


1867 


1528 


2261 


1143 


1169 


Cass 


1708 


1166 


41 


987 


984 


96 


788 


902 


191 


760 


716 


69 


670 


627 


Cheboygan 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


orgam 


zed. 


















Chippewa . ... 


No 


retur 


n. 


No 


retur 


n. 


61 


48 


— 


64 


40 


— 


22 


40 


Clinton 


1858 


1084 


14 


470 


437 


146 


218 


840 


181 


866 


288 


19 


221 


144 


Eaton 


1888 


1228 


15 


687 


786 


225 


866 


646 


218 


410 


876 


61 


887 


220 


Emmet 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 










, 








Genesee 


2685 


1688 


110 


1221 


1146 


801 


876 


828 


816 


788 


676 


188 


612 


880 


Grand Traverse 


157 


248 


2 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Gratiot 


888 


186 


— 


Un 


orgam 


zed. 


















Hillsdale 


8446 


1408 


87 


1417 


1596 


891 


1027 


1290 


482 


068 


1084 


212 


848 


T21 


Houghton 


201 


898 


1 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 












Huron 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Ingham 


1819 


1684 


25 


736 


992 


128 


478 


692 


882 


488 


441 


46 


264 


861 


Ionia. 1 


2002 
2996 


1164 
2118 


22: 
46] 


669 

1727 


864 
1840 


802 

484 


879 
969 


608 
1647 


477 

1072 


418 
1802 


898 
1889 


69 
475, 


266 
1604 


219 


Jackson . 


1121 


Kalamazoo 


2808 


1620 


60 


1874 


1257 


411 


1010 


880 


498 


982 


828 


276 


954 


744 


Kent 


2981 


2616 


98 


1221 


1519 


166 


662 


768 


887 


476 


664 


83 


819 


820 


Lapeer 


1579 
4499 


i 995 
1 2779 


81 1 
167, 


618 
2419 


819 
2857 


142 
ft40 


869 

1886 


642 

2171 


206 
795 


899 
8177 


602 
2272 


88 

228 


491 

2118 


418 


LeD}iwee 


18<)^ 


Livingston 


1766 


1711 


18 


981 


1419 


188 


764 


1128 


280 


687 


1080 


108 


700 


842 


Mackinac 


No 


retur 


n. 


88 


292 


~-. 


51 


127 


— 


48 


100 


— 1 






Macomb 


2210 


1846 


80 


1068 


1684 


609 


866 


1840 


204 


068 


1860 


140 


982 


1124 


Manistee 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Marquette 


79 


77 


20 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 






% 






Mason 


82 


12 


_ 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Midland 


169 


48 


2 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Monroe 


1777 


1708 


84 


1112 


1682 


169 


800 


1166 


898 


870 


1288 


48 


080 


1023 


Montcalm ... . 


4t4 


265 


7 


120 


166 


6 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 












Newago 


No 


retur 


n. 


40 


104 


«_ 


Un 


organ! 

2781 


zed. 












Oakland 


4106 


8276 


n 


2876 


8178 


662 


1948 


608 


8886 


2888 


877 


2878 


2866 


Oceana 


82 


21 


^— 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Ontonagon .... 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Ottowa 


1892 


998 


89 


868 


766 


69 


142 


860 


68 


42 


m 


17 


81 


88 


SaginaTT 


1042 


1222 


171 


867 


694 


78 


118 


188 


47 


107 


104 


— 


88 


100 


Sanihic 


808 


201 


1 


106 


862 


— 


Un 


organ! 


zed. • 












Schoolcraft 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


















Shiawassee 


1804 


1106 


86 


619 


634 


62 


881 


426 


192 


800 


860 


96 


888 


161 


St. Clair 


1807 


1621 


21 


852 


1110 


68 


665 


818 


82 


660 


617 


— 


617 


446 


St Joseph 


2824 


1476 


12 


1164 


1269 


262 


968 


1011 


418 


086 


078 


84 


800 


761 


Tuscola 


443 


242 


4 


80 


62 


a4 


Un 


organ! 


zed. 


• 










Van Buren .... 


1710 


1081 


84 


618 


771 


87 


868 


609 


117 


278 


860 


46 


168 


861 


Washtenaw.... 


8670 


2888 


109 


2274 


2604 


608 


8029 


2081 


917 


8847 


2649 


886 


8686 


2057 


Wayne 


6260 


6777 


206 


8407 


4680 


868 


2644 


8808 


420 


2846 


•2787 


192 

1 


8246 


8287 


Total 


71762 


62186 


1660 


88850 


41842 


7887 


88940 


80687 


10680 

ii 


24837 


27750 


8682 


88988 


81181 



Fremont over Buchanan, 10,626; Pierce over Scott, 7.0SS; Oim over Taylor, 6,747 ; Polk over Clay, 8428 ; Harrifon 
orer Van Buren, 1,808. Mr. Bimey received 881 votes in 1840. 
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A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



I rriD I A. isr 



OOUNTIES. 



1856. 






Vdams 

AUen 

Bartholomew. . . 

Benton 

Blackford 

Jloone 

Brown 

Carroll 

Cass 

Clark 

Clay 

Clinton, 

Crawford 

Daviess 

Dearborn 

Decatur 

DeKalb 

Delaware 

Dubois 

Klkhart 

Fayette 

Floyd 

Fountain 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Gibson 

Grant 

Greene 

Hamilton 

Hancock 

Harrison 

Ilendrickfl 

Henry 

Howard 

Huntington 

Jackson 

Jasper 

Jay 

Jefferson 

Jennings 

Johnson 

Knox 

Kosciusko 

La Grange 

Lake 

Laporte 

Lawrence 

Madison 

Marion 

Marshall 

Martin 

Miami 

Monroe 

Montgomery . . . 

Morgan 

Noble 

Ohio 

Orange 

Owen 

Parke 

Perry 

Pike 

Porter 

Posey 

Pulaski 

Putnam 

Randolph 

Ripley 

Rush 

Scott 

Shelby 

Spencer 

Starke 

Steuben 

St. Joseph 

Sullivan 

Switzerland .... 
Tippecanoe .... 

Tipton 

Union 

Vanderburgh . . 

Vermillion 

Vigo 



418 

l^'6 

1292 

815 

23S 

1299 

148 

1261 

1504 

492 

865 

1261 

24 

26 

1578 

171S 

109T 

1736 

21 

1971 

llb9 

22S 

1606 

1487 

822 

865 

1395 

879 

1748 

962 

878 

16S0 

2741 

1057 

1282 

299 

688 

883 

2314 

1293 

1095 

657 

1662 

1406 

923 

2532 

480 

1809 

8696 

927 

76 

1890 

498 

1910 

1573 

1257 

104 

49 

4S7 

1494 

96 

80 

847 

806 

841 

1845 

2042 

1425 

1644 

278 

1510 

285 

112 

1215 

1812 

257 

228 

2778 

646 

763 

872 

866 

1166 



.>uc'aii 



847 
8211 

1844 

217 

404 
1493 

681 
1344 
1539 
1950 
1108 
18&4 

735 
1115 
2619 
16391 
1247 

992 
1191 
1651 
10O2 
1767 
1588 
2259 

835 
12S6 
1035 
1129 
1185 
1843 
1681 
1378 
1229 

6&6 
1181 
1700 

M8 

8^ 
1986 
1159 
1603 
1512 
1075 

640 

846 
2239 
1126 
1603 
8788 
1039 

769 
1513 
1191 
208S 
1523 
1198 

605 
1207 
1239 
1283 
1066 

772 

614 
1819 

557 
1882 
1253 
1661 
1685 

6981 
2075 
1260 

155 

663 
1609 
1650 
1121 
2807 

788 

710 
1880 

824 
1808 



Kill'ie. 



69 

145 

142 

8 

47 

81 

90 

22 

40 

1074 

296 

31 

609 

939 

297 

61 

75 

82 

236 

18 

40 

1262 

36 

41 

9 

766 

99 

633 

^ 

24 

623 

74 

49 

83 

5S 

616 

63 

54 

425 

172 

15:3 

63.> 

18 

6 

8 

45 

660 

64 

205 

850 

88 

892 

142 

68 

48 

879 

606 

686 

192 

632 

674 

10 

625 

27 

423 

69 

184 

83 

264 

142 

808 

7 

19 

6 

897 

1040 

45 

14 

19 

840 

80 

888 



1852. 



Whig. 
Scott. 



862 

1225 

1245 

110 

108 

936 

102 

1075 

1176 

1186 

474 

929 

602 

726 

1474 

1864 

891 

1083 

229 

1068 

1019 

1328 

1028 

1473 

659 

942 

699 

884 

971 

823 

1284 

1252 

1559 

639 

706 

614 

857 

875 

2016 

998 

896 

1167 

1045 

667 

286 

ia57 

1054 

1004 

2158 

848 

877 

994 

622 

1559 

1109 

606 

432 

T47 

901 

1812 

664 

688 

444 

784 

210 

1712 

900 

1119 

1507 

618 

1286 

686 

66 

487 

998 

629 

1184 

1918 

840 

6S4 

945 

852 

1604 



Dem. 
Pierce. 



672 

19&4 

1512 

138 

263 

1161 

682 

1256 

1190 

1812 

743 

1250 

499 

720 

2486 

1894 

780 

987 

717 

1843 

672 

1815 

1496 

1956 

681 

1127 

836 

944 

901 

1002 

1278 

980 

1226 

626 

888 

llSd 

847 

500 

2201 

1104 

1338 

ioo;3 

988 

677 

8»4 

1468 

1118 

1282 

2599 

611 

619 

1196 

1085 

1862 

1181 

807 

455 

1022 

1060 

1084 

659 

688 

627 

1483 

838 

1466 

993 

1886 

1480 

659 

1627 

TIO 

122 

648 

1058 

1208 

114T 

8446 

461 

626 

1817 

788 

1165 



F. Soil 
llHle. 



14 

26 

19 

15 

109 

29 
50 
24 
8 
75 

""o 

89 
188 
164 

11 

28 
80 
1 
64i 
801 

20l 
8451 

4! 

401 ; 

40 

156 

456 

165 

8S 

33 
135 
286 

59 

2j 

26 
117 

58 
136' 

831 
no! 

561 
5' 

76 

87 
100 
132 

79' 
2' 

^1 
20 

105| 

8] 

881 
26' 

1| 
22 

630l 

113 

119 

11' 

J\ 

90 
174 

T 
148 
7 
149 
6 
4 
8 



1848. 



Whig. 
lay lui . 



261 
991 

1011 

60 

61 

773 

70 

822 

881 

1200 
600 
726 
620 
735 

1878 

1245 
847 
822 
258 
756 

1040 

1018 
9lK) 

1411 
428 
860 
825 
918 
809 
665 

1277 

1168 

1215 
Un 
457 
632 
86 
276 

2075 
926 
676 

1044 
797 
629 
188 

1027 

lOTO 
824 

1877 
805 
842 
781 
780 

1501 
986 
497 
439 
760 
882 

1898 
699 
619 
843 
763 
185 

1647 
C31 

1114 

1142 
488 

1121 
681 
Un 
816 
617 
466 

10'J8 

1269 
183 
626 
684 
880 

1585 



DeiH. 



898 

1059 

1167 

■ 78 

231 

, 916 

603 

1008 

829 

1810 

734 

964 

897 

701 

1801 

1096 

577 

694 

679 

1050 

760 

1154 

1843 

1695 

404 

802 

623 

921 

605 

806 

1047 

775 

1005 

organl 

463 

1071 

190 

892 

1609 

78i 

1114 

741 

676 

686 

208 

877 

1031 

993 

1789 

428 

497 

770 

1084 

1M7 

1029 

613 

469 

961 

953 

1819 

8S5 

610 

401 

1226 

224 

1800 

787 

983 

1892 

447 

1414 

471 

organi 

852 

667 

1142 

1106 

1623 

885 

687 

667 

768 

662 



Freel>. 
v'nu b. 



1844. 



IMiig. 



1 
13 

28 

3 

28 

66 

76 
65 
28 
29 
67 

2 

176 

148 

45 

68 

1 

142 

86 

17 

18S 

51 

89 

15 

859 

6 

817 

40 

1 

178 

455 

zed. 

46 

7 

123 

142 

167 

96 

46 

8 

64 

114 

139 

226 

li< 

65 

109 

91 

7 

70 

69 

109 

121 

63 

6 

6 

13 

9 

8 

1 

7 

19 

1 

10 

623 

173 

87 

16 

18 

sed. 

194 

832 

5 

44 

405 

3 

808 

22 

67 



198 

861 

1035 

40 

81 

816 

69 

712 

768 

1182 

429 

646 

462 

607 

1616 

1275 

269 

9^0 

2-i9 

75b 

1051 

956 

947 

1385 

844 

796 

858 

762 

659 

719 

1252 

1262 

1458 

277 

602 
128 
831 

1835 
872 
659 

1079 
623 
590 
114 

1009 

1019 
613 

1715 

199 

76 

669 

721 

1450 

1023 
890 
193 
707 
754 

137 
664 
459 
811 
673 
123 

1540 
818 

1060 

1580 
481 

1107 
686 

828 
863 
464 
961 

1650 
100 
683 
676 
787 

1616 



Dan. 

Polk. 



296 

849 

1068 

69 

205 

871 

432 

965 

671 

1417 

662 

9441 

897 

764 

1971 

1091 

8-27 

782 

5vH 

964 

908 

981 

1387 

1583 

808 

810 

423 

909 

766 

786 

1144 

844 

1005 

816 

1048 
176 
352 

1427 
669 

1150 
821 
653 
45] 
206 
8:31 

10«o 
8<>* 

1034 
256 
616 
617 

1118 

1521 

1078 
438 
168 

1086 
888 

1829 
334 
491 
806 

1154 
124 

1867 
609 
903 

1862 
441 

1842 
496 

803 

688 

1221 

1006 

1551 

119 

672 

666 

768 

866 



Al>o. 
iMrney 



1840. 



Whig. 

LlH'aOl 



18 
1 
8 

8 

8 
18 



12 



60 

68 

6 

8: 

Iti 



8 

6 

8 

197 

189 

2 

26 
188 

8< 

II 

82 1 

6o: 

14 
15 

i: 

6 
88 

6 
63 

8 
20 
25 
b4 



12 

8 

24 



8 

1 

12 



14 

1 

9 

266 

89 

42 

1 

7 



48 

88 

1 

8 

87 

60 
1 



193 
640 

982 
26 
77 

700 

50 

699 

&49 

1182 

398 

582 

485 

738 

1771 

1298 

177 

920 

264 

640 

1090 

869 

938 

1188 

241 

78b 

470 

704 

972 

721 

1285 

1190 

1652 

148 

680 

73 

283 

1674 
90S 
681 

1077 
496 
891 
115 

1069 
98M 
911 

1636 
154 
811 
812 
719 

1418 

1012 

241 

Unorg 

708 

560 

1860 
660 
474 
220 
706 

. 51 
1671 
1068 
1000 
1526 

899 
1016 

6b9 

28S 

809 

417 

1028 

1508 

Unorg 

760 

628 

847 

1611 



Df.in. 
Van H. 



158 

899 
703 
42 
147 
6^6 
270 
765 
872 

1278 
487 
698 
2bl 
509 

15S3 
759 
1(>8 
5U2 
2i{9 
5J6 
728 
7i»6 

llt.6 

1115 
108 
5y4 
3«>4 
6iH 
fi^i 
5.J7 
htil 
(>..-J 
839 

177 

7;J7 

95 

265 

1026 
5o:3 
948 
658 
829 
225 
125 
G40 
898 
625 

1279 
194 

244 
943 

1222 
815 
228 
anized 
879 
221 
943 
2i;l 
818 
194 
9ii5 
60 

HH9 
553 
6;.'3 

1170 
3t>i 

1070 
8-4 

176 
444 

1014 
7^5 

1200 
aulzed 
614 
870 
668 
688 



POPULAR VOTE FOR I»RESIDENT. 
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lyDIAITA—iCbntinued.) 



OOUNTDSa 



Wabash 

Warren 

Warrick. 

Washington . 

Wayne 

Wells 

White 

Whitley 

Total 



1856. 



JRep. 


Dem. 


Freni't 


Buc'an 


1785 


1096 


1167 


767 


107 


1506 


881 


1778 


8688 


1958 


726 


981 


708 


746 


797 


861 


94S76 


118670 



Am. 

iH'ih're. 



1852. 



Whig. 
fc^cott. 



lOS 

76 

480 

6911 



1146 

850 

487 

1098 



lOOH 2804 



16 
42 
67 



228S6 



415 
610 
497 



Pern. 
Pierce. 



959 

652 

1634 

1618 

1874 

710 

636 

663 



F. Soil 
IJAle. 



91 
66 
81 
11 
786 
23 
13 
11 



1848. 



809011 95840 6929 



Whig. 


Dem. 


Taylor. 


Cuss. 


847 


789 


708 


460 


467 


862 


1126 


1648 


2086 


1482 


252 


416 


206 


805 


818 


878 


69907 


74745 



Free D. 
Van B. 



140 
681 
2l! 
22 

889 
18' 
84' 
21! 



8100:1 



1844. 




Whig. 


Dem. 


Aho. 


Clay. 


Folk. 


Birney. 


601 


675 


19 


779 


470 


10 


894 


860 


— 


1149 


1660 


6 


2821 


I486 


818 


185 


806 


8 


259 


218 


—. 


222| 287 


2 


67867 


70181 


2106 



1840. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


IJa'KOU 


Van B. 


807 


198 


787 


847 


856 


662 


1188 


1881 


2869 


1253 


131 


140 


206 


144 


144 


141 


66802 


61604 



Buchanan over Fremont, 24,296; Pierce over Scott, 14,489; Cass over Taylor, 4,888; Polk over Clay, 2,264; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 18,698. 

OOITITBaTiaTJT- 



COUNTIES. 


Eep. 
b'rtm'i 


Dem, 
Buc'an 


Am. 
Fill'r« 


WJiig. 
Scu[[. 


Dan. 
Pieice. 


F.SMl 
Hale. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Dem. 
Viu>». 


FreeD. 
Vail B. 


W},ig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
I'olk. 


Aho. 
nirney. 


Whig. 
lla'sbii 


Dem. 
Van B. 


Fairfield 

Hartford 

Litchfield 

Middlesex 

New Haven 

New London. .. 

Tolland 

Windham 


6288 
8416 
6481 
2887 
7976 
6402 
2407 
8918 


6589 
7087 
8966 
2964 
7815 
8958 
1958 
2248 


928 
809 
160 
1S3 
604 
850 
85 
66 


4814 
6829 
8946 
2065 
6046 
8861 
1708 
2095 


6185 
6689 
4082 
2734 
6097 
4079 
2015 
2448 


167 
461 
413 
288 
424 
687 
202 
618 


6086 
6000 
8918 
2186 
6278 
4020 
1665 
2266 


4064 
6846 
8674 
2152 
4516 
8421 
1612 
2262 


462 

8io; 

800i 

861' 

806 

776 

191 

799 


6868 
6269 
4668 
2824 
6646 
4081 
1964 
2620 


4699 
6624 
4886 
2345 
4726 
8709 
1950 
2644 


142 
287 
868, 
180 
229, 
804 
120* 
868 


4871 
6216 
4542 
22T6 
6100 
8816 
1991 
2790 


8862 
4496 
8806 
2275 
4012 
8148 
1609 
2188 


Total 


42716 


84995 


2616 


80869 


88249 


8160 


80814 


27046 


6006 

1 


82882 


29841 


1948^ 


81601 


25296 



Fremont over Bachanan, 7,720; Pierce over Scott, 2,890; Taylor over Cass, 8,268; Clay over Polk, 2,991; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 6,806. Mr. Birney received 174 votes in 1840. 



EITITS'"5riLi"VA.l»TI-A.. 



COUNTIES. 


Eep. 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Deia. 


F. Soil. 


Whig 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


' Whig. 


Dem 


Aho. 


! 

Whig. 


Dem. 


Fr«in't 


Buc'an 


Fiil're. 

1 


Scoit. 


Pie'.ce. 


Hale. 


Taylor. 


Ch88. 


Van B. 


1 ClMJ . 


Folk. 


Biruey. 


lla'iiun 


Vail B 


Adams 


1120 


2687 


1249, 


2725 


2018 


81 


2576 


1762 


25 


2609 


1891 


6 


2458 


1628 


Allegheny 


13671 


9062 


1488 


9615 


7226 


965 


10112 


6591 


779 


1 8083 


6748 


486 


7619 


4678 


Armstrong 


2968 


2680 


188 


2093 


2430 


142 


2080 


2126 


141 


1 1458 


1988 


88 


1260 


1744 


Beaver 


2653 


1906 


236 


1805 


1943 


861 


2665 


2803 


580 


2793 


2172 


270 


8148 


1710 


Bedford . . 


806 


2458 


1936 


2273 


2819 


— 


2886 


2616 


1 


8147 


2989 


6 


2910 


2446 


Berks 


1037 


11273 


8686j 


4913 


9608 


6 


6082 


94S4 


61 


' 4000 


8674 


8 


' 8582 


7425 


Blair .... 


445 


2069 


2450 ' 


2590 


1931 


6 


2476 


1435 


4 


: With 


Hunti 


ngdon 






Bradford 


6938 


2814 


101 


8526 


8930 


281, 


8272 


1889 


1T80 


8235 


8668 


63 


2681 


2844 


Bucks 


4682 


6617 


785, 


4928 


6766 


6S 


6140 


6864 


163 


4662 


6251 


27 


4705 


4436 


Butler 


3401 


2648 


67' 


2883 


2583 


166 


2605 


2247 


173 


; 2247 


2112 


186 


, 2100 


1804 


Cambria 


804 


2987 


968 


1461 


2035 


15 


1283 


1386 


12 


! 996 


1123 


2 


811 


920 


Carbon 


692 


1866 


465 


749 


1311 


— 


889 


1181 


1 


^n 


905 




Unorg 


anized 


Centre 


890 


2895 


1952 


1916 


2998 


i — 


1856 


2611 


4 


1860 


2425 


7 


1448 


2242 


Chester 


680S 


6838 


1448 


6700 


6620 


888 


6949 


6360 


607 


' 6070 


6550 


106 


6642 


4682 


Clarion 


788 


2760 


950 


1218 


2642 


28 


1372 


2806 


87 


j 814 


18S8 


T 


648 


1366 


Clairfield 


718 


1978 


604 


997 


1788 


24 


761 


1168 


28 


; 641 


874 


_ 


4^9 


812 


Clinton 


618 


1486 


662 


99'6 


1818 


2 


911 


967 


1 


■ 786 


875 




638 


649 


Columbia 


1289 


28S9 


219 


1165 


2103 


— . { 


2263 


8896 


29 


1 1788 


8370 


1 


1325 


2829 


Crawford 


6360 


8391 


46 


2775 


8427 


996 


2204 


2748 


621 


! 2636 


8384 


189 


; 24(59 


2903 


Cumberland . . . 


1472 


8427 


1679 


2878 


8188 


— 1 


8242 


8173 


85 


8092 


8155 


6 


2791 


2695 


Dauphin 


1616 


8094 


2439 


8673 


2676 


29 


8705 


2264 


84 


8285 


2401 


16 


8124 


2187 


Delaware 


1690 


2006 


1010 


20S8 


1787 


107 


2194 


1547 


84 


' 2090 


1466 


15 


2031 


1385 


Elk 


276 


675 


52 


168 


428 


14 


134 


242 


16 


101 


128 


9 


Unorg 


anized 


Erie 


6156 


26^ 


289 


4015 


2788 


611 


8418 


2022 


867 


, 8621 


2226 


74 


3636 


2061 


Payette 


2089 


8654 


1174 


8080 


886T 


.— ! 


8045 


8441 


73 


2804 


8429 


85 


2765 


8035 


Franklin 


2446 


8469 


1238 


8904 


8858 


8 


4006 


8199 


4 


8901 


8298 


— .- 


, 8586 


2892 


Fulton 


142 


970 


666 


729 


881 


1 


Un 


organi 


zed. 


1 










Greene 


1821 


2747 


286 


1569 


2602 


8<> 


1476 


2879 


62 


' 1418 


2854 


18 


1860 


2010 


Huntingdon . 


926 


2164 


1646 


2511 


2041 


2 


2590 


1922 


26 


4086 


2675 




8626 


2266 


Indiana 


8612 


1762 


268 


2887 


1827 


270 


2410 


1544 


804 


2200 


1448 


80 


, 1968 


1209 


Jefferson 


1068 


1463 


615 


1115 


1484 


22 


887 


992 


19 


691 


T81 


6 


476 


592 


Juniata 


480 


1865 


T47 


659 


628 


^w» 


650 


866 


1 


1089 


, 1268 


— 


966 


1048 


Lancaster 


6608 


8781 


4592 


11636 


6578 


68 


11890 


6080 


168 


10295 


6948 


21 


9678 


6740 


Lawrence 


8065 


1220 


96 


1984 


1064 


614 


With 


Beav 


er and 


1 Merc 


er. 








Lebanon 


2414 


2611 


437 


8105 


2118 


1 


2996 


1862 


8 


2686 


1791 


— 


! 2870 


1403 


Lehigh 


8287 


4426 


122 


2i>93 


8498 


2 


2978 


8199 


8 


2553 


2611 


— 


i 2406 


2460 


Lucerne 


4860 


6791 


868 


8339 


6840 


79 


8516 


8991 


176 


2699 


8950 


29 


1 2776 


4119 


Lycoming 


984 


8824 


1770 


2085 


2790 


6 


1992 


8244 


9 


2018 


8689 


19 


1 1604 


2161 


McKean 


612. 


626 


47 


405 


697 


78 


867 


418 


82 


840 


419 


— 


1 268 


276 



224 



A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



PSiri^TL VAyiA^iOontiiimed). 



1856. 



COUNTIES. 



Mercer 

Mifllin 

Blonroe 

Montgomery . . . 

Montour 

Northampton . . 
Northumberland 

Perry 

.Philadelphia 

Pike 

Potter 

Schuylkill 

Somerset 

Snyder 

Susquehanna. . . 

Sullivan 

Tioga 

Union 

Tenango 

Warren 

Washington . . . 

Wayne 

Westmoreland . 

Wyoming 

York 

Total 



Jirp. 
Freiii't 



Dem. I Am. 
Buc'hu Fill're. 



8CS6. 
216' 
5G0 

2845 
666! 

11631 

566: 

521; 
7998 

270' 
1264 
2188 
1458 

443 
8861' 

809, 
4541! 
1429 
2041 
2001 
4287 
2172 
4091 
1188 

511' 



2699, 
1491' 
2275 
7184: 
127l! 
6260 
8059 
2185, 
8S222 
862 
667; 
7085 
1763 
1256' 
2548 
583 
1886 
1092 
2157 
1281 
4288 
22591 
6172' 
11711 
6876 



118 

1060 

69 

2265 

149 

1838 

IJ^O 

1407, 

24084' 

15 

6 

26S2 

1405 

1064 

61 

43 

27 

186 

72 

49 

fi65 

118 

299 

74 

4301 



147610 280710 82175 

I I 



1852. 



Whyj. 
Scoti. 



7?ejn. \F.aoU. 
I'ierca.i H««le. 



2211 
1892 

418 
4791 

866 

2978 

1619 

1418 

24666 

202 

268 
4128 
2936 

Un 
2086 

177 
1564 
8081 
1164 
1183 
8810 
1282 
8208 

807 
4700 



2693 769 

1620 — 

2093' — 

6707 1 160 

1465' — 

4408 16 

24511 4 
2169! 

26022; 626 

884 

661 826 

4758 10 

1208! 28 

organi zed 

8046 216 



426 

2614 
1994 
1899 
1488 
4064 
2362 
6509 
1258 
5686 



1848. 



Whig. 

Taylor. 



69 
79 

204 

248 

870 

21 

119 

19 

11 



1791741986631 8625 



2977 

1548 

618 

6040 

With 

8191 

1766 

1562 

81229 

216 

226 

4808 

8018 

1853 

129 
1264 
8129 
1061 

948 
8898 

997 
8124 

861 
4888 



Dem. 
OaM. 



8094 
1586 
1880 
6627 



FrttD. 
Vail B. 



1080 

26 

8 

261 



Colura'bia. 



4208 

2263 

2295 

21508 

799 

468 

8490 

1127 

2568 
808 
1344 
1656 
1583 
1088 
8820 
1642 
6197 
892 
6161 



88< 
8 
6 

877 
8 

248 
86 
21 

801 

19 

1039 

25 

164! 

186 

468 

202' 

122t 

87| 

4! 



18i4« 



Wh. 

v. 



W: 



r 



^840 
1518 
' 414 

'4491 

2776 

1547 

1870 

28289 

151 

240 

2571 

2660 



Dem. 
Folk. 



2869 
1519 
1806 
6596 

8870 

2446 

2821 

18861 

769 

651 

8404 

1086 



1802 2697 
Un organi 



1159 
2788 

966 

899 
8872 

899 
2672 

814 
4287 



2193 
1765 
1877 
1149 
8978 
1667 
4978 
899 
6071 



Abo. 
Birney 



604 

9 

1 

49 



7 

228 

60 
8 

6| 

98{ 

zed. I 

28 

18 

65 

17 

296 

15 

71 

1 

1 



185518 171176. 11268 161206 167586 



I I 



ll^ 



I 



8188 



1840. 



Whiff. 
Ua'tson 



8247 

1226 

846 

4068 

2846 

1851 

1072 

17844 

185 

180 

1881 

2501 

1660 

895 
2428 

855 

827 
4149 

675 

2778 

Unorg 

8792 



Dem. 
Van It. 



144021 



'2886 
1269 
144T 
4869 

»988 

2187- 

1970 

18077 

624 

868 

2184 

765 



1721 
1518 
1276 
929 
8611 
1188 
4704 
anized 
4882 



148672. 



Buchanan over Fremont, 88,200 ; do. over Fremont and Fillmore, 1,025 ; Pierce over Scott, 19,894 ; Taylor over 
Case, 14,887 ; Polk over Clay, 6,882 ; Uarrison over Van Buren, 849. Mr. Birney received 848 votes in 1840. 



isa: 



H-^ l-i A. IT ID- 



COUNTIES. 

Alleghany 

Anne Arundel . 
Baltimore City. 
Baltimore Co. . . 

Calvert 

Caroline 

Carroll 

CecU 

Charles 

Dorchester . . . . 

Frederick 

Harford ... . 

Howard 

Kent 

Montgomery. .. 
Prince George. , 
Queen Anne^s., 
Somerset 

St. Mary's 

Tfilbot 

Washington . . , 
Worcester 

Total 



Am. 


/)t:»l. 


A<?». 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Fill'.e. 


I'-UC'ftll 


Km 111'; 


Kcoll. 


•Meice. 


1988 


224SJ 


1454 


1976 


1043 


927 


834 


889 


16900 


9832 


9658 


14086 


8504 


8155; 


1946 


8001 


401 


856 


86:3 


852 


638 


743 


655 


600 


2846 


2099 


1702 


1920 


1834 


1845 


1494 


1560 


461 


758 


65T 


411 


1292 


979 


1239 


933 


«724 


8804 


8204 


8342 


2074 


1405 


1868 


1878' 


S9» 


688 


670 


626 


8«8 


550 


662 


661; 


1203 


1126 


1061 


842 


831 


988 


915 


724 


904 


741 


728 


786 


1598 


1821 


1448 


1116 


247 


1052 


681 


440 


749 


910 


740 


796 


2717 


2670 


2669 


2728 


1224 


1423 .. .. 


1258 


1182 


47460 


89115 


281 


86066 


40020 



F. Soil 
Utile. 



Whig. 
'Tuylor. 



Dem. 
CaM. 



54 



1679! 

1693; 

10474! 

2627 

481 

492 
1768; 
1504' 

769 

18671 

8168, 

1521 

With ! 

645, 
1067! 
10611 

726 
1418 

7S8 

706 
2683 
1851; 



FeeD. 



1620 

1486 

10995 

2669 

885 

680 

1672 

1444 

89H 

820' 

2988 

1258 

Anne 

447. 

771' 

788 

612 

1005 

422 

719, 

2484 

1180 



Whig. 
Clay. 



1424 
1777 
8418 
2301 
451 
680 
! 1784 
I 1627 
! 785 
i 1877 
! 8190 
I 1517 
Arund' eL 

728 

1124 

1064 

749 

1449 

783 

796 

2688 

1458 



87702 84528^ 125 

1 I I 



Dem. 
Polk. 



Aim. 
Mlinev 



14911 
1508 
8366| 
2716 
844' 
662 
1694; 
1604' 
619, 
9031 
2994 
1247 

627 
852' 
666 
722 
902 
468 
712 
2665 
909 



Whig. 

nsi'».oii 



Dem.. 
Vau B. 



85984 82676 



1271 

1604 

7296 

1941 

494 

687 

1554 

1448 

841 

1381 

2958 

1842 

679 
1099 
1017 

778 
1516 

895 

749 
2484 
1494 



88628 



1098 

1384 

7826 

2620 

826 

586 

1610 

1314 

602 

889 

2628 

124S 

476 
665 
609 
661 
844 
416 
682 
2290 
691 



28762 



Fillmore over Buchanan, 8,845 ; Pieitse oyer Scott, 4,964 ; Taylor oTer Cass, 8,174 ; Clay over Polk, 8,808 ; Harrlsoa 
over Van Buren, 4,776. 











ID S Xi 


-A.-WA.: 


R S 


- 












COUNTIES. 


Fen. 

i-nirre. 


Dem. 
Biic'an 


Ant. 
Frem't 


Whig. 
Scott. 


Pierce. 


F.Soil. 
Hale. 


I 

Whiff, 
Taylor. 


Dem, 

Cass. 


FYeeD, 
Van B. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
Polk. 


Abo. 
Birney. 


Whig. 
Ha'BOn 


Dem. 
VanB. 


Kent 

Newcastle 

Sussex 


1580 
2625 
2020 


2088 
8677 
2844 


"~* 


1591 

2768 
1984 


1422 
8088 
1858 


62 


1497 
8090 
1884 


1886 
2717 
1845 


1 
79 


1578 
2816 
1869 


1416 
2678 
1877 


— 


1698 
2821 
2068 


1096 
2195 
1698 


TctBl 


6176 8004 


88Q 


6298 


6818 62 


6421 


589S 80 


6268 


6971 


— 


6967 4884 



Buchanan oxx ^'Qmore, 1,829; Pierce over Scott, 25; T«ylor over CaM,628; Clay over Polk, 287; Harrtom. 



POPULAR VOTE FOR PRESIDENT. 



Si25 



aOVTE CABOLUSTA OMOOSXS XLSOTeSS BY LSOISLATVBX. 

Gt E OZIGI-Z A.. 



COUNTIES. 



Appling 

Baker 

Baldwin 

Berrien 

Bibb 

Bryan 

Bulloch 

Burke 

Batts 

Galfaoan 

Camden 

Campbell , 

Carroll 

Catoosa 

Cass 

Coffee 

Chatham 

Chattahoochee 
Chattooga .... 

Cherokee 

Charlton 

Clarke 

Clay 

Clinch 

Cobb 

Colquitt 

Columbia 

Coweta 

Crawford 

Decatur 

DeKalb 

Dade 

Doherty 

Dooley 

Early 

EflSngham 

Elbert 

Emamiel 

Fannin 

Fayette 

Floyd 

Forayth . . . . . . , 

Franklin 

Fulton. 

Oilmer 

Glynn 

Gordon 

Greene 

Gwinnett 

Hsbersiiam. . . . 

Haa 

Hancock 

Haralson ..... 

Harris 

Hart 

Heard 

Henry 

Houston 

Irwin 

Jackson , 

Jasper 

Jefferson 

Jones 

Laurens 

Lee 

Uberty 

Lincoln ... . 

Lowndes 

Lumpkin .... 

Macon 

Madison 

Blarion 

Mcintosh .... 

Merriwether . 

MiUer 

Monroe. 

Montgomery . 

Morgan 

Murray. 

Muscogee..... 



18^6. 



Am. 
Pillmor*. 



96 
175 
266 
TO 
7T4 
94 
84 
188 
288 
66 
28 
448 
405 
846 
761 
16 
971 
281 
886 
666 
88 
608 
188 
187 
764 
75 
842 
684 
228 
454 
458 
165 
197 
200 
149 
189 
854 
^60 
152 
455 
812 
408 
188 
911 
191 
91 
698 
676 
749 
256 
451 
427 
66 
758 
152 
418 
760 
576 
80 
458 
882 
876 
186 
406 
229 
188 
212 
292 
468 
885 
216 
495 
49 
648 
20 
656 
201 
268 
240 



J>em. 
Bucb'iin. 



268 
458 
800 
220 
959 
188 
460 
940 
887 
251 
186 
754 

1176 
865 

1205 
16 

1445 
820 
606 

1146 
129 
487 
279 
171 

1251 
106 
456 
8S2 
878 
896 
665 
240 
266 
419 
299 
171 
624 
278 
671 
784 
847 
798 
972 
882 
820 
119 
890 
288 

1092 
858 
696 
806 
272 
628 
610 
616 
691 
604 
155 
778 
418 
858 
806 
70 
250 
191 
219 
448 
786 
274 
415 
494 
155 
708 
168 
605 
26 
284 
667 

no 



1852. 



Whiff. 

Scoit. 



18 

101 

177 

Unorga 

818 

60 

15 

11 

Unorga 

81 

158 

185 

Unorga 

268 
Unorga 

805 

Unorga 

114 

81 



Jitm. 
Pierce. 



T7 
680 
272 

^ed. 
780 
66 

ra.287 
177 
484 

nlsed. 
211 
888 
850 

idaed. 
664 

nised. 
1176 

nixed. 
816 
660 



Unorganised. 



189 

Unorga 

4 

807 

Unorga 

110 

215 

161 

220 

665 

65 

Unorga 

175 

129 

IS 

159 

5 



226 
nised. 
48 
975 
nized. 
269 
660 
867 
295 
1016 
126 
nized. 
474 
874 
64 
107 
174 



1848. 



Whig. 
Taylor. 



Unorga niied. 



267 

867 

106 

66 



Unorga niied. 



682 
494 
689 
485 



116 

29 
264 
811. 

61 

98 

64 

No 
Unorga 

468 
Unorga 
258 
428 
278 

12 

45 
182 

91 
166 

67 
189 

68 

18 

22 
178 
296 

28 
851 

16 



Unorga 
879 
14 
189 
287 
661 



809 

40 
684 
172 
427 

69 
186 
Return, 
nised. 
889 
nised. 
410 
626 
608 
192 
108 
872 

98 
840 

68 
228 
188 
165 
290 
285 
886 

69 
425 

90 
684 
nised. 
681 

85 
286 
828 
875 

15 



Cans. 



144 
841 
882 

705 
128 
48 
698 
269 

106 
281 
475 

988 

848 

402 
660 

624 

JUnorga 
862 

619 
822 
402 
498 
799 
102 

849 

188 
991 
155 

621 
680 
629 
868 

402 
182 
Unorga 
827 
745 
425 
621 
478 

870 

416 
989 
697 
86 
661 
409 
607 
404 
667 
828 
171 
288 
607 
652 
888 
886 
510 
117 
717 

791 
281 
467 
799 
1880 



108 
684 



805 
60 
877 
215 
420 

220 
682 
884 

1518 

T41 

898 
D88 

495 

nised. 
1261 

260 
662 
484 
850 
1097 
268 

571 
605 
99 
161 
207 

717 
678 
747 
965 

865 
22 
nbed. 
189 



1844. 



WMg. 
Cl«y. 



778 
664 
288 

408 

478 
824 
674 
855 
688 
512 
111 
415 
25 
181 
182 
120 
897 
1097 
271 
826 
477 
98 
768 

664 

24 

800 

1072 

856 



152 
2S8 
824 

706 

108 

17 

656 

244 

104 
205 
865 

655 

817 

284 
517 

696 

668 

492 
777 
877 
888 
680 
46 

269 
211 
198 
999 
107 

412 
850 
461 
876 

219 
92 

780 
779 
822 
489 
615 

845 

298 
858 
659 
21 
492 
488 
679 
897 
686 
885 
179 
286 
427 
665 
881 
847 
617 
127 
688 

798 
288 
442 
808 
1190 



Dem. 
Folk. 



142 
606 
807 

862 
72 
410 
411 
485 

218 
648 
768 

1189 

885 

824 
8l8 

420 

948 

807 
644 
454 
846 
967 
247 

607 
419 
86 
186 
241 

705 

425 

785 

1058 

^1 
28 

182 
768 
964 
696 
880 

468 

486 
819 
728 
228 
664 
686 
108 
465 
15 
121 
190 
179 
862 
1254 
245 
827 
256 
114 
926 

703 
84 
848 
669 
980 



1840« 



Whig. 
Qarriiton. 



Dem. 
VanB. 



98 
182 
781 

768 
•80 
25 

698 

185 

166 
168 
276 

t»61 

«90 

186 
869 

617 



428 

470 
792 
485 
482 
665 
88 

226 
258 
158 
957 
80 

«87 
275 
848 
858 

127 

88 

889 
745 
290 
445 
481 

£68 

815 

j667 

tn 

495 
458 
.461 
656 
804 
144 
817 
422 
855 
Wb 
857 
404 
11^ 
755 

7M 
167 
478 
278 

1044 



61 

204 
680 

T48 

22 

884 

208 



191 
427 
487 

706 

647 

201* 
416 

818 

658 

228 

768 
458 
208 
759 
168 

296 
298 
55 
105 
118 

542 
267 
45T 
661 

164 
14 

126 
624 
761 
601 
241 

293 

862- 
798 
672 
121 
642 
495 

89 

868 

4 

77 

78 
128 

90 
786 
808 
286 
198 
186 
702 

676 

8 
280 
452 

811 



226 
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COUNTIES. 



Am, 
Fillmore. 



Newton. 

Oglethorp«.. 
Panlding.... 

Pike. 

Pickeiu. 

Pulaski 

Putnam 

Polk 

Rabun....... 

Randolph... 
Richmond... 

Scriven 

Stewart. 

Bumpter..... 
Bpauldlng. . . 

Talbot 

Taliaferro... 

Tatnall 

Telfair 

TirreU 

Thomas 

Taylor 

Towns 

Troup 

Twiggs 

Union 

Upson 

Walker 

Walton 

Ware 

Warren.. ... 
Washington. 

Wayne 

Webster ... 

Wilkes 

Wilkinson.. 
Whitfield . . 
Worth 

Total .... 



1856. 



910 
8M 
191 
491 
198 
240 
294 
871 
72 
460 

1148 
167 
698 
866 
640 
647 
109 
186 
121 
818 
888 
812 
60 

1006 

178 

261 

617 

665 

460 

6 

260 

699 

89 

268 

279 

282 

698 

88 



xMn. 
Bnch'an. 



4222S 



644 

461 

776 

680 

425 

417 

868 

269 

407 

666 

890 

268 

668 

701 

645 

442 

288 

19t 

110 

288 

468 

429 

266 

412 

287 

464 

805 

824 

684 

125 

688 

664 

181 

218 

428 

681 

788 

227 



66578 



1852* 



Whig. 
Scott. 



Dem, 
Piercer 



886 
60 
44 
184 
Unorga 
88 
229 
119 
4 
862 
411 
8 
826 
825 
856 
430 
19 
121 
47 
Unorga 
89 
105 
Unorga 
696 
118 
97 
865 
872 
111 
1 

25 

286 

10 

Unorga 

12 

94 

298 

Unorga 



886 

179 
827 
609 
niced. 
281 
284 
147 
144 
677 
625 
171 
491 
452 
877 
441 
76 
65 
88 
nized. 
259 
264 
nized. 
422 
267 
228 
888 
786 
899 
86 
806 
451 
65 
nized. 
198 
502 
644 
nized. 



16660 



84705 



1848. 



Whig, 
Taylor. 



Dent, 
Cms. 



1045 
686 
852 
628 

820 

899 

Unorga 

65 

780 

903 

265 

920 

788 
Unorga 

819 

888 

861 

160 

626 
Unorga 

1122 
881 
412 
657 
784 
644 
198 
614 



58 



602 
198 
420 
892 

428 
294 

nized. 
207 
724 
695 
228 
686 
687 

nized. 

788 

65 

44 

350 

250 
nized. 

884 
414 
641 
844 
965 
741 
161 
860 
626 
69 



452 
478 

Unorga 



47644 



298 
498 
sized. 



44802 



1844. 



Whig. 
Clay. 



1026 
626 
218 
659 

247 
480 

84 
606 
908 
256 
892 
650 

856 
894 
888 
177 

848 



1055 
889 
287 
648 
447 
656 
187 
641 
629 
188 

480 
887 



42100 



Folk. 



658 
241 
894 

877 

457 
851 

258 
785 
647 
278 
818 
444 

912 
67 
64 

198 

267 



4S7 
467 
654 
884 
686 
768 
125 
868 
595 
95 

889 
660 



44177 



1840. 



Whig. 
IlarritiOD. 



Dem. 
Vail ii. 



988 
654 
227 
660 

241 
468 

80 

609 
939 
180 
882 
449 

912 
481 
258 
208 

426 



1071 
411 
107 
682 
887 
516 
215 
652 
698 
74 

488 
428 



40261 



851 
127 
207 
624 

275 
810 

212 
619 
407 
199 
689 
176 

807 
47 
28 
68 

€0 



880 
878 
860 
298 
641 
619 

85 
248 
468 

51 

853 

474 



81921 



Buchanan oyer Illlmore, 14,850; Pierce orer Bcott, 18,045; Taylor oyer Cass, 2,742; Polk oyer Clay, 2,077; 
OEEanrison over Tan Buren, 8,840. In 1852 a Webster Ticket receiyed 6824, and an Independent Pierce Ticket, 5,811. 



COUNTIES. 



Accomac.... 
Albemarle .. 
Alexandria . 
Alleghany . . 

Amelia 

Amherst . . . . 
Appomattox 
Augusta . . . . 
Baibour . . . . 

Bath 

Bedford..... 

Berkley 

•Boone 

Botetourt . . . 
Braxton .... 

Brooke 

Brunswick .. 
Buckingham 

Cabell 

Calhoun .... 
Campbell . . . 
CaroUne .... 

^Carroll 

iCharles City 
Charlotte .. 
Chesterfield 

Clarke 

iCraig 

Oulpepper . 
Ckiraberland 
Dh.widdie . 



Am, 


Ufil^m 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Dem, 


Whig. 


Dem, 


Whig. 


Dem, 


Fillmore. 


BQch'an. 


Soott. 


Pierce. 


Cass. 


Clay. 


Polk. 


Harrioon. 


Vaa B. 


880 


821 


676 


664 


644 


295 


666 


472 


789 


289 


1026 


1092 


1168 


1106 


888 


619 


917 


702 


714 


611 


946 


677 


784 


677 


689 


225 


Part of 


DistC. 






188 


888 


98 


206 


104 


149 


114 


180 


84 


171 


150 


276 


145 


287 


168 


198 


169 


274 


166 


240 


449 


688 


450 


559 


416 


418 


451 


461 


872 


829 


162 


481 


192 


852 


190 


822 


Unorga 


nized. 






1904 


1499 


1664 


1888 


1354 


728 


1898 


665 


1204 


454 


826 


988 


824 


592 


287 


484 


221 


468 






180 


268 


157 


179 


152 


124 


196 


250 


208 


218 


1044 


1016 


1189 


965 


886 


634 


941 


639 


919 


658 


846 


997 


751 


924 


608 


644 


668 


689 


699 


872 


118 


278 


117 


212 


68 


128 


Unorga 


nized. 






841 


904 


421 


788 


462 


688 


894 


695 


407 


575 


494 


260 


887 


290 


78m 


^. 


186 


156 


With 


Lewis. 


261 


451 


281 


460 


227- 


276 


427 


548 


860 


616 


181 


666 


187 


462 


218 


887 


194 


408 


261 


880 


820 


468 


488 


580 


844 


861 


64S 


596 


475 


620 


896 


596 


451 


424 


287 


288 


287 


846 


481 


486 


27 


116 


Unorga 


nLied. 










, 




1065 


896 


1101 


879 


794 


654 


888 


656 


718 


487 


414 


617 


448 


621 


867 


425 


476 


468 


899 


467 


260 


687 


218 


488 


179 


267 


121 


268 


Unorga 


nized. 


190 


106 


176 


89 


142 


53 


202 


48 


178 


80 


247 


468 


887 


869 


290 


808 


887 


846 


818 


827 


850 


845 


409 


854 


296 


605 


883 


604 


298 


6S0 


225 


404 


868 


886 


209 


201 


199 


220 


174 


191 


108 


850 


92 


288 


Unorga 


nized. 










480 


512 


447 


461 


854 


818 


896 


298 


851 


295 


184 


274 


256 


252 


235 


162 


274 


207 


262 


228 


140 


861 


819 


804 


282 


i28 


270 


818 


802 


285 
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Prince mmui 
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KEJirTUOKT-^0oniinu»d,) 





1856. 


1858. 


1848. 1844. 

■ 


1840. 


CUUHTUa. 


Am, 
Paimore. 


Deim. 
Bach'an. 


Wkig. 
Scou. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 

• 


Wkig. 
Taylor. 


D^im, 
Cau. 


\ Whig. 
i C»ay. 

1 


Polk. 


Whig. 
narmon. 


Dent. 
VHn K. 


Laurel 

Lawrence 

Letcher. 

Lewis 

Lincoln 

Liyinnton 


406 
466 
79 
586 
796 
457 

1618 
258 

1087 
418 
104 

1808 
660 
404 
714 
615 
546 
661 
289 
788 
798 
666 
818 
887 
554 

'885 
746 
178 
161 
16t 
956 
417 
106 
448 
674 

1263 
487 
891 
817 
763 
581 
275 
658 

1854 
441 
515 
573 
673 


865 

478 
287 
681 
459 
873 
506 
890 
883 

1154 
948 
994 
605 
476 
403 

1121 
451 
661 

1063 
747 

1041 
709 
901 
528 

1579 
401 
782 
295 
706 
177 

1886 
1S4 
287 
429 

1049 
778 
587 
484 
672 
578 
859 
599 
925 
695 

1145 
699 
883 
420 


872 

885 
68 

400 

674 

818 

1294 

Unorga 

976 

782 

91 

1887 

885 
Unorga 

647 

694 

518 

877 

816 

814 

958 

598 

701 

888 

505 

294 

863 

180 

221 

111 

707 

826 
Unorga 

437 

729 
1184 

889 

881 

264 

652 

560 

800 

499 

983 

687 

468 
No 

706 


187 
868 
78 
506 
888 
267 
884 

nixed. 
541 
768 
425 
896 
416 

nixed. 
280 
914 
889 
850 
609 
658 
487 
721 
624 
486 
1186 
826 
570 
77 
194 
188 
623 
97 

nixed. 
195 
883 
758 
880 
840 
527 
422 
629 
491 
613 
600 
680 
843 

return. 
410 


488 

414 
No 

621 
. 882 

408 
1402 

1818 

765 

120 
1681 

407 

718 
784 
633 
536 
418 
746 
1149 
678 
718 
476 
688 
880 
875 

No 

225 

Unorga 

947 

497 

519 

797 
1484 

443 

460 
Unorga 

808 

588 

861 

601 
1226 

721 

689 

584 

778 


145 
818 
return. 
566 
825 
265 
858 

564 
629 
496 
953 
808 

885 

1088 
548 
879 
490 
487 
464 
704 
543 
488 
810 
848 
699 

return. 
140 

nixed. 
784 
95 

1^ 
784 
716 
423 
851 
nixed. 
409 
683 
486 
456 
608 
678 
405 
98 
887 


884 

847 

29 

506 

769 

424 

1407 

1203 

715 

94 

1608 
256 

CQO 
557 
678 
451 
247 
657 
1826 
678 
601 
426 
485 
165 
287 
118 
851 

727 
451 

481 
808 
1441 
455 
469 

784 
657 
868 
607 
1188 
660 
585 
• 481 
750 


124 
845 
161 
548 
885 
827 
874 

688 
787 
600 
799 
195 

828 
985 
597 
478 

512 
489 
608 
708 
518 
625 
987 
129 
680 
84 
888 

708 
78 

178 
988 
796 
418 
503 

406 
651 
507 
584 
687 
709 
842 
99 
478 


171 
68 
Unorga 
845 
618 
225 
902 

972 
No 

1281 
149 

889 

789 

522 

Unorga 

57 
844 
765 
428 
818 
854 
174 
Unorga 
183 

88 

24 

514 
400 

226 

1827 
827 
293 

550 
271 
Unorga 
205 
768 
253 
8S8 
269 
615 


100 
807 
nixed. 
808 
817 
861 


Logan 

Lyon 


289 




420 


Marion 

Marshall 


return. 




506 


McCSracken 


loe 


McLean 




Meade 


128 


Mercer 


988 


Montgomery 

Monroe 


888 

nixed. 


Monran 


885 


Muhlenburg. ......... 


837 


Nelson . . . .T 

Nicholaff 


425 

489 


Ohio 


247 


Oldhani 


500 


Owen 

Owsley 

Pendleton 

Perry 

Pike 

Powell 


648 

nixed. 
8^ 

178 
218 


Pnlaskl 

Bock Castle 

Kowan 

Bussell 


448 
158 

127 


Scott 


993 


Qielby 


6S6 


jfimpson 

Spencer 

Taylor 


257 
847 


Todd 

Trigg 

Trimble 


813 
858 
nixed. 


Union 


268 


Warren 


441 


Wayne 


686 
849 


Whitley 


80 


Woodford 


825 






Total 


67416 


74643 


57068 


58806 


67141 


49720 


61255 


51988 


58489 


82616 







Buchanan over Fillmore, 7,886; Scott oyer Fierce, 8,262; Taylor oyer Gass, 17,421 ; Clay oyer Polk, 9,867; Hani- 
ton oyer Tan Buren, 25,878. 



IN* S 



COUNTTRfl. 


Am. 
PlUmore. 


D«m. 
Bach'an. 


Whig. 
Scott. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Cms. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
Pollc. 


Whig. 
HarriHon. 


Dmtu 
Van B. 


Arkansas 


824 

No 

75 
848 

56 
184 
157 
198 
604 
147 
161 

No 
818 
885 
193 

116 

51 
No 
415 
181 


836 
return. 
758 
898 
891 
655 
165 
623 
676 
408 
871 
return. 
885 
884 

8n 

449 

810 

return. 

610 

478 


120 

83 

91 
188 

53 
124 

85 

186 

Unorga 

110 

153 

95 
150 
185 
118 

106 

18 

94 
295 
12C 


140 
146 
884 
180 
151 
883 
113 
805 
nixed. 
259 
286 
97 
194 
199 
185 

834 

77 
811 
860 
269 


80 

Unorga 

90 

827 

Unorga 

189 

146 

198 

149 
845 
104 
208 
803 
198 

Returns 

53 

13 

875 

141 


74 

nixed. 
290 
124 

nixed. 
261 
110 
828 

171 
457 
68 
865 
149 
849 

r^ected. 

98 

46 

880 

178 


80 

96 
144 

No 
810 
174 

167 

885 

109 
Unorga 

137 
Unorga 

146 

No 
87 

814 
120 


98 

851 
154* 

return. 
168 
217 

883 
665 
129 

nixed. 
55 

nixed. 

861 1 

return. 
806 
859 
887 


120 

72 

68 
191 
119 

177 

885 

95 

178 

Vcta reJM 
forimlity 
maj. for V 

18 

210 

55 


78 


Benton 


245 


Bradley ..,, 




Calhoun 

Carroll 

Chicot 


888 

48 


dark 


87 


Oolnmhla ............ 




Conway 


201 


Crawford 


847 


Crittenden 


71 


Ballas 




Besha 


78 


Brew 




Vranklin ...*.... » 


t«d for ia. 
It wmM 


Fulton. 


an Butn, 


Greene 


106 


Hempstead 

Hot Springs 


851 
IQB 
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ASJUySAS-idonHnusd.) 



COUNTIES. 



1856. 



Am. 
Filliuoi-e. 



I>em. 
BucIi'mii . 



Independence. 

Izard , 

Jackson , 

Jefferson 

Johnson 

Lafayette .... 

Lawrence 

Madison , 

Marion 

Misdssippi ... 

Monroe 

Montgomery . 

Newton 

Ouachita 

Perry 

PhUlipB 

Pike 

Poinsett 

Polk 

Pope 

Prah^e 

Pulaski 

Randolph 

Saline , 

Scott 

Searcy , 

Sebastian ... , 

Sevier , 

St. Francis.. . . , 

Union 

YanBuren 

Washington.. 

White 

YeU 

Total , 



612 

94 
486 
881 
118 
120 
288 

79 
126 
121 
129 

45 

83 
601 

44 
464 

47 

78 

No 
168 
229 
666 

67 
218 

93 

61 
893 
286 
808 
616 

78 
867 
201 
147 



10787 



860 
495 
691 
616 
468 
176 
717 
649 
898 
183 
888 
868 
188 
701 
125 
626 
896 
848 
return. 
668 
898 
789 
416 
404 
815 
808 
802 
688 
493 



805 
917 
408 
888 



21910 



1852. 


1848. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Whig. 


Dnu 


Scott. 


PJ«rce. 


Taylor. 


Casa. 


468 


618 


422 


403 


69 


226 


No 


return. 


898 


885 


194 


285 


824 


806 


195 


177 


198 


884 


194 


860 


148 


170 


85 


98 


299 


417 


289 


891 


76 


874 


87 


814 


40 


187 


49 


49 


44 


83 


118 


110 


67 


98 


118 


98 


28 


111 


Returns 


r^ected. 


8 


79 


8 


64 


468 


496 


• 671 


423 


15 


•83 


89 


80 


888 


B78 


No 


return. 


40 


168 


67 


188 


43 


182 


44 


116 


17 


94 


17 


69 


188 


825 


840 


898 


78 


170 


41 


111 


885 


419 


483 


466 


88 


95 


60 


189 


187 


877 


14T 


844 


88 


83 


61 


180 


75 


197 


No 


return. 


180 


888 






60 


185 


106 


195 


178 


807 


803 


860 


884 


681 


663 


685 


No 


return. 


95 


186 


886 


495 


877 


480 


97 


189 


48 


60 


166 


825 


187 


186 


7404 


12178 


7688 


9800 



1844. 



Whig. 

OlHy. 



878 

184 
180 
141 
81 
118 
68 
No 
No 
98 
With Ho 
16 
280 
88 
880 
No 
89 
No 
841 
Unorga 
488 
69 
180 
85 



114 
99 

814 
46 

873 
95 
80 



Dtm. 
Polk. 



885 

184 
147 
481 
70 
867 
866 
return, 
return. 
78 
tspring. 
140 
184 
65 
276 
return. 

171 
return. 
803 
nised. 
688 
861 
219 
167 



801 
269 
409 
181 
789 
128 
849 



6604 



9546 



1840. 



Witig. 
Ilarribon. 



870 

79 

107 

178 

160 

48 

188 

185 

81 

90 

124 



888 
28 

4 

188 

606 
45 

148 
88 



76 

88 
184 

88 
482 

82 



6160 



J)em. 
Van B. 



198 

174 

148 

109 

884 

25 

214 

258 

112 

78 

44 



247 

87 

180 

268 

499 
262 
186 
118 
maj. 60 

197 
246 
178 

161 
620 

46 



6706 



Buchanan orer FiUmore, 11,128; Pierce oyer Scott, 4,769; Cass oyer Taylor, 1,718; PoUc oyer. Clay, 4,042; 
Tan Buren oyer Harrison, 1,606. 



COUNTIES. 



Adahr 

Andrew 

Atchison 

Audrain 

Barry 

Barton 

Bates 

Benton 

Bollinger 

Boone 

Buchanan 

Butler 

Caldwell 

Calloway 

Camden 

Cape Gfarardeau 

Carroll 

Cass 

Cedar 

Chariton. 

Clark 

Clay 

Clinton 

Cole 

Cooper 

Crawford 

Dade 

Dallas 

Dayiess. 

Dent 

DeKalb 

Dunklin 

Dodge 

Franklin 

Qfwconade 



Am, 
Fillmore. 



888 
488 
188 
665 
148 

68 
865 
160 
199 
1889 
768 

84 
887 
1095 
810 
664 
899 
696 
168 
440 
781 
756 
406 
860 
737 
460 
888 
188 
880 

77 
173 
101 

No 
681 
880 



J/tm. 
Bsch'ai 



410 
889 
845 
681 
488 
64 
409 
467 
418 
963 
1086 
148 
895 
805 
869 
893 
659 
661 
891 
659 
687 
675 
897 
668 
778 
484 
413 
464 
578 
896 
886 
147 
return. 
846 
408 



Whig. 
Scott. 



118 
466 
106 
200 

78 

Unorga 

104 

167 

88 

1118 

718 

16 
167 
670 

67 
828 
289 
223 

65 
843 
825 
626 
888 
816 
645 
840 
175 
108 
896 

74 

66 
No 

81 
877 

89 



Dem, 
Pierce. 



801 
784 
160 
160 
858 
nixed. 
116 
823 
112 
618 
867 

26 
809 
498 
109 
487 
886 
887 
162 
498 
889 
406 
890 
468 
685 
873 
876 
844 
851 

96 
167 
return. 

85 
619 
804 



Wh^. 
Taylor. 



834 

77 

185 

65 

146 

803 

Unorga 

1108 

704 
Unorga 

183 

849 

166 

485 

866 
No 

116 

417 

884 

686 

890 

877 

818 



166 

105 

869 

Unorga 

87 

43 

Unorga 

889 

87 



Dem. 
Cass. 



689 
186 
166 
817 

1S6 
888 

nised. 
683 
1065 

nized. 
163 
681 
283 
709 
898 

return. 
871 
677 
843 
418 
886 
681 
688 
875 
806 
888 
868 

nised. 
146 
43 

nixed. 
680 
849 



Whig, 
Clay. 



294 
884 
Unorga 
176 
148 

206 
268 

1190 
699 

129 
940 

70 
618 
242 
257 
Unorga 
871 
225 
765 
810 
418 
901 
887 
855 

76 
816 



Polk. 



460 
941 
nized. 
)68 

473 

807 
664 

602 
1162 

213 
798 
847 
914 
811 
448 
nixed. 
603 
820 
652 
667 
1122 
788 
867 
690 
845 
446 



Unorga nixed. 
Unorga nixed. 



•n 



796 
826 



Whig. 
Hanibon. 



Unorga 
Unorga 

182 
98 

Unorga 
160 

1112 
840 

188 

881 
Unorga 

466 

112 
Unorga 

246 

240 

467 

187 

848 

778 

240 
Unorga 
Unorga 

170 



865 

186 



Dan. 
Yau B. 



nixed, 
nized. 



123 
486 

nized. 
601 

600 
1128 

164 
626 

nized. 
764 
183 

nized. 

891 
206 
649 
868 



nixed, 
nixed. 



694 
264 



861 



653 
686 



y 



y 



y 
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- 


1856. 


18511. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840. 


COUNTOES. 


Am. 
Fillmore. 


Buch'AO. 


Whig, 
8eott. 


JDem. 
Pierce. 


Whia^. 

Tiijlor. 


Dtm. 
Cms. 


WMg, 
Cli^. 


Dem. 
Folk. 


Whig. 
Harrifioo. 


Don. 
Van Jl- 


Qentiy 


896 

1008 
850 
818 
402 
180 
240 
798 
894 
294 
528 
844 
891 
225 

1298 
858 
642 
572 
888 
480 
61 
485 
855 
67 

1821 
417 
108 
817 
887 

1012 
608 
227 
295 
286 
188 
219 
87 
61 
HI 
207 
482 

1181 

1040 

412 

68 

267 

584 

606 

744 

82 

41 

568 

210 

401 

803 

6884 

858 

287 

852 

845 

14 

482 

151 

8 

260 

84 

91 

172 

878 

487 

100 

189 

64 


757 
1029 
886 
495 
860 
888 
409 
867 
1168 
898 
887 
540 
471 
821 
654 
574 
761 
846 
400 
501 
299 
984 
418 
246 
727 
450 
224 
827 
427 
762 
865 
408 
284 
528 
488 
412 
, 824 
149 
119 
586 
819 
1118 
1268 
662 
268 
488 
869 
595 
874 
114 
806 
772 
847 
541 
856 
5584 
599 
472 
68» 
222 
40 
878 
815 
187 
568 
888 
479 
802 
869 
578 
287 
468 
267 


188 

484 
215 
111 
266 

75 
189 
676 
728 
169 
172 
860 
210 

71 
808 
168 
898 
440 
249 
251 

68 
855 
117 
Unorga 
894 
186 

62 
117 
189 
760 
886 
188 

98 
107 

61 
148 

11 

82 

57 
171 
245 
808 
910 
260 

89 
104 
841 
476 
488 
6 

16 
878 
149 
260 
122 
4298 
614 
ITT 
216 

59 

207 
116 

17 
127 

11 

95 

68 
801 
860 


288 

920 
184 
164 
246 
194 
291 
762 
868 
866 
810 
456 
255 
.184 
582 
890 
408 
587 
282 
821 
194 
478 
260 
nixed. 
761 
186 
279 
168 
868 
611 
266 
278 
82 
828 
111 
872 
95 
67 
84 
218 
801 
758 
1060 
604 
169 
121 
273 
602 
618 
98 
88 
698 
225 
529 
165 
5826 
448 
222 
288 
97 
9 
828 
177 
94 
277 
168 
167 
168 
801 
884 


162 

401 

225 
63 

274 
98 

148 

801 

695 

161 

246 

884 

196 
Unorga 

915 

170 

479 

566 

280 

195 
Unorga 

860 

281 

1046 
144 

76 
188 
161 
807 
879 
167 
828 
161 

48 

92 
Unorga 

69 
Unorga 
oz> 
280 
798 
tl02 
281 
124 

74 
897 
607 
609 

21 

14 
477 
148 
285 
142 
4827 
586 
204 
181 
147 

85 
175 

97 

Unorga 

154 

54 

82 

Unorga 

851 

478 

91 

• 

72 


896 
625 
187 
144 
289 
224 
248 
888 
954 
294 
811 
451 
197 

nixed. 
686 
874 
479 
696 
297 
878 

nixed. 
470 
877 

797 
188 
878 
181 
466 
661 
186 
84i 

148 
812 
nixed. 

lis 

nixed. 
889 

265 
784 

1494 
516 
241 
120 
299 
508 
626 
148 
164 
569 
268 
274 
168 

4778 
488 
192 
240. 
217 
64 
268 
196 
nixed. 
260 
825 
185 
nixed. 
886 
428 
245 

181 


Unorga nixed. 


171 
Unorga 

299 
Unorga 

768 
457 
Unorga 
298 
225 

Unorga 

642 

462 

98 

249 

874 

162 

827 
21 

815 
844 
167 
868 
178 

Unorga^ 

Unorga 
156 
782 
459 
241 
196 

400 
515 
482 

15 
6S6 
Uhorga 
221 
170 
2515 
876 

Unorga 




Green 


851 

846 
Unorga 

280 
Unorga 

185 
1018 

614 

115 

827 

867 
Unorga 

820 
Unorga 
880 
578 
260 
198 

827 
188 

1017 
Unorga 

74 
Unorga 
Unorga 

792 

859 

262 

298 

189 
Unorga 

120 

67 

885 

228 

861 

900 

278 
. 86 
Unorga 

422 

596 

599 

Unorga 

81 

480 

177 

801 

198 
8688 

691 
Unorga 

817 

258 
57 

244 

115 

Unorga 

86 
Unorga 

864 

618 

86 

fr 


817 

865 
nixed. 

288 
nixed. 

878 

969 

852 

242 

849 

611 
nixed. 

676 
nixed. 
408 
688 
494 
851 

457 
899 

721 

nixed. 
869 

nixed. 

nixed. 
678 
282 
644 
208 
665 

nixed. 
484 

208 

468 
81i» 
809 
18S6 
686 
825 

nixed. 
882 
671 
784 ' 

nixed. 
266 
608 
842 
284 
245 
8829 
446 

nixed. 
448 
480 
271 
209 
828 

nixed. 
297 
nixed. 

ail 

588 
866 

486 


483 


Grundy 


nlxedL 


Harrison. 




Henry 


421 


Hickory 


nixed.' 


Holt 




Hovard 


901 


Jackxon 


711 


Jasper. 


nixed. 


Jefferson 

Johnson 

Knox.... 

Laclede 

Lafayette 


881 
874 

nixed. 


Lawronce 




Lewis 


608 


T Jnr^oln .............. 


548 


IJnn 


280 


Livingston 


487 


McDonald 




Macon. 


600 




275 


Maries 




Marion 


684 


Merger 




Miller 


817 


Mississippi 




Moniteau 




Monroe , 


618 


Montgomery 


262 


Morgan 


484 


New Madrid 


194 


Newton. 


680 


Nodaway 




Osage 




Oreiron 




Oxarlc 


n{ze<I. 


Pemiscott 




Perry 


nized. 


Pettis 


268 


Pike 


746 


Platte 


968 


Polk. 

Pulaski 


860 
729 


BoUs 


885 


Randolph 


405 


Kay 


568 


Reynolds 




Ripley. 


825 


St.* Charles.. 


469 


St. Glair ' 


nized. 


St. Francois 


199 


St. Genevieve 

St. Louis 


222 
1874 


Saline 


822 


Schuyler. 




Scotland. 


nized. 


Scott 


284 800 


Shannon. 


Unorga nixed. 


Shelby 


288 
69 

41 

842 

479 
57 

.Unorga 


226 


Stoddard 


808 


Stone 




Sullivan 

Taney .' 


2S8 


Texas 




Vernon ............. 




Warren.. 


848 


Washinflfton.. .... . 


614 


Wayne 


— 144 
Unorga nixed. 
95- 167 


211 


Webster 




Wright 


nixed. 


Total 


48524. 


68164 


29984 


88858 


82671 


40077 


81261 


41869 


22972 


297eO 







Buchanan over FiUmore, 9,640; Pierce orer Scott, 8,869; Cass o^er Taylor, 7,406; Polk over Gay, 10,118; Yai| 
Buren over Harrison, 6,788. 
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0ALIF0R2riA-{(brUinu€d.) 



TEXAS-iCkmUnu€d.) 



COUNTIES. 



Placer 

Plumas 

Sacramento . . . 
8an Bernardino 

San Diego 

San Francisco. 
San Joaquin . . 
San Luis Obispo 

San Mateo 

Santa Barbara 
Santa Clara... 
Ganta Gruis. . . . 

Shasta 

Sierra 

Sbkiyou 

Solano 

Sonoma 

Stanislaus .... 

Sutter 

Tehama 

Trinity 

Tulare and 
Buena Vista . . 
Tuolumne .... 

Yolo 

Yuba 



1856. 



Frem't. 



992 

217 

941 

98 

18 

50S9 

548 

lOT 

288 

188 

809 

196 

169 

693 

464 

189 

882 

21 

92 

44 

ISS 

!• 28 

1056 
180 
650 



Boeli'ii. 



2808 

1124 

8488 

814 

178 

5382 

1285 

88 

282 

176 

676 

820 

1587 

2506 

2078 

799 

1515 

486 

491 

486 

1011 

248 

2986 

558 

8451 



Total 20691 58865 86165 85407 40626 



Fillm'*.' 



2096 

865 

8886 

7 

88 

1598 

1040 

15 

118 

10 

6Y8 

288 

1088 

2205 

1791 

634 

498 

228 

847 

811 

882 

189 

2112 

588 

2081 



1852. 



Scott 



2295 
Uno 

8644 
Uno 
107 

4167 

1159 
112 
Uno 
78 
827 
186 
757 

1848 
459 
808 
267 
Uno 
214 
Uno 
688 

82 

2541 

400 

2077 



Pierce. 



2881 
rg'd. 
8280 
rg'd. 
105 
4241 
1198 
11 
rg'd. 
104 
799 
806 
971 
1619 
492 
865 
474 
rg'd. 
205 
rg'd. 
785 

40 

8182 

850 

2199 



Hftle. 



100 



Buchanan over Fremont, 82,674; Pierce over Scott, 
5,219. 



COUNTIES. 



Anderson .... 

Angelina 

Atascosa. 

AusUn 

Bowie 

Bandera 

Bastrop 

BeU 

Bexar 

Bosque 

Brazoria 

Brazos 

Brown 

Burleson 

Burnett 

Camanche . . . 

Cass 

Cherokee .... 

ColUn 

Cooke 

Caldwell 

Calhoun 

Cameron 

Colorado^ 

Comal 

Coryell 

Dallas 

Denton 

De Witt 

Ellis 

El Paso, Earth 

Fannin 

Falls 

Fayette.. ..... 

Fort Bend.... 

Freestone ... 

Galveston 

Gillespie 

Goliad 

Gonzales 

Grimes 

Guadaloupe.. . 

Grayson 

Harris 

Hays 

Hidalgo 

HiU 



1856. 



FiUm'e. Bach'n. 



825 

No re 

58 

120 

88 

12 

280 

151 

818 

20 

74 

74 

Uno 

168 

76 

11 

852 

514 

802 

196 
maj. 
128 
188 

26 

69 
245 
182 
108 
176 
maj. 
288 

74 
899 
186 
144 
814 

25 
185 
868 
260 
258 
182 
449 
128 

181 



612 
turn. 

87 
858 
171 
9 
408 
812 
747 

64 
225 

56 
rg'd. 
261 
141 

40 
581 
845 
564 

68 
895 

85 
492 
258 
284 
118 
608 
808 
253 
289 
1022 
657 
158 
667 
196 
841 
481 
116 

98 
610 
828 
859 
416 
646 
180 
169 
175 



1852. 



Soott. Pieroe. 



150 
23 

Uno 
7 

Uno 

Uno 
94 
26 

299 

Uno 

48 

9 

19 

Uno 
80 

248 

58 

5 

84 

94 

242 

80 

6 

Uno 

122 



412 
56 
rg'd. 
22 
rg'd. 
rg'd. 
248 
157 
804 
rg'd. 
148 
84 

108 

21 
rg'd. 

75 
696 
185 

14 
285 
125 
829 

92 
112 
rg'd. 
288 

87 



48 90 
Uno rg'd. 



68 

Uno 

166 

81 

8 

141 

2 

120 
53 
68 
68 

195 
21 
48 

Uno 



208 
rg'd. 
841 

86 
188 
824 

74 

209 
142 
154 
198 
468 
66 
119 
rg'd. 



1848. 



Taylor. C«m. 



88 
29 

45 



42 
Uno 
189 

83 



9 
Uno 

107 

110 

48 

27 

71 

20 
14 

67 
7 

16 
Uno 

83 

92 

89 

Uno 

Tl 

27 
63 
63 
81 
47 
289 
12 
Uno 



229 
52 

175 



191 
rg'd. 
882 

172 
83 



64 



rg'd. 

228 

802 

99 

99 
76 

68 
105 

209 
46 
81 { 
rg'd. 

245 

176 
185 
rg'd. 

76 

84 

92 
186 

72 
184 
448 

48 
rg'd. 





1856. 


1852. 


1848. 


COUNTIES. 












FUlm'e. 


Bodi'n. 


Seott 


Pierce. 


Taylor. 


' Cms. 


Harrison 


606 


665 


288 


402 


864 


881 


Henderson . . . 


77 


292 


28 


74 


42 


6? 


Hopkins 


288 


680 


29 


116 


70 


227 


Houston 


170 


400 


46 


125 


24 


lt)l 


Hunt 


188 


892 


19 


121 


11 


66 


Jackson 


88 


98 


88 


90 


18 


64 


Johnson 


79 


186 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Jack 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Jaisper.. ...... 


99 


185 


80 


121 


68 


118 


JeJferson 


49 


109 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Kaufman .... 


68 


191 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Karnes 


119 


108 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Kerr 


Uno 
Uno 


rg'd. 
rg'd. 










Kinney 




Lamar 


285 


566 


67 


189 


186 


858 


Lapassas... . 


61 


77 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Lavacca 


116 


160 


88 


85 


18 


^ 


Leon 


285 


887 


48 


124 


26 


142 


Liberty 


108 


180 


40 


87 


68 


144 


Limestone.... 


119 


101 


88 


176 


40 


154 


Live Oak 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Llano. 


28 


65 


Uno 


rg'd. 






McCuIlock . . . 


Uno 


rg'd. 










McLennan . . . 


201 


298 


6 


45 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Madison 


125 


118 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Matagorda.. . . 


48 


111 


80 


74 


69 


79 


Maverich .... 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Medina 


89 


186 


2 


42 


_ 


45 


MUam 


196 


211 


66 


119 


88 


119 


Montgomery. . 


163 


179 


74 


120 


69 


168 


Nacogdoches . 


182 


657 


79 


812 


97 


818 


Newton 


88 


188 


16 


111 


20 


66 


Navarro 


210 


800 


89 


220 


44 


124 


Nueces 


maj. 


123 


21 


52 


66 


56 


Orange 


60 


78 


28 


89 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Palo Pinto ... 


Uno 


rg'd. 


— 


— . 


48 


194 


Panola 


185 


458 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Parker....... 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Polk 


71 


285 


75 


157 


66 


107 


Presideo 


No re 


turn. 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Red River.... 


285 


288 


86 


288 


177 


844 


Refugio 


87 


83 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Robertson. . . . 


96 


222 


53 


95 


5 


5T 


Rusk 


659 


1157 


242 


590 


202 


4.')5 


Sabine 


80 


118 


13 


81 


88 


181 


San Augustine 


72 


182 


29 


153 


70 


234 


San Patricio. . 


maj. 


49 


— 


80 


5 


26 


San Saba .... 


21 


48 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Shelby 


77 


809 


19 


106 


99 


&S6 


Smith 


870 


810 


— 


_ 


57 


144 


Starr 


17 


874 


68 


76 


— 


_« 


Tarrant 


92 


490 


11 


61 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Titus 


257 


602 


100 


240 


123 


296 


Travis 


467 


651 


118 


870 


29 


219 


Trinity 


100 


161 


8 


17 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Tyler: 


No re 


turn. 


6 


52 


— 


— 


Upshur 


255 


688 


187 


861 


— 


— 


Uvalde 


22 


18 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Tan Zandt . . . 


48 


228 


6 


43 


26 


63 


Victoria 


117 


141 


9 


96 


87 


80 


Walker 


848 


887 


72 


228 


119 


207 


Washington . . 


481 


654 


121 


519 


128 


873 


Webb 


maj. 


882 


16 


117 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Wharton .... 


40 


76 


17 


59 


26 


61 


WilUamson.. . . 


840 


807 


62 


148 


16 


41 


Wise 


11 
124 


67 
885 


Uno rir'd. 1 


Uno 




Wood 


15 


42 


rg'd. 


Young 


11 


89 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Total 


15689 


81169 


4995 


13552 


4509 


10668 



Buchanan over Fillmore, 16,530; Pierce over Scott, 
8,557 *, Cass over Taylor, 6,159. 



F Ij o z% X t:> jp^. 

Thb vote of this State, in 1856, was : For FiUmore, 4,888 ; 
for Buchanan, 6,858; maj. for Buchanan, 1,526. In 1852^ 
Scott received 2,875 ; Pierce, 4,818 ; maj. for Pierce, 1,443. 
In 1848, Taylor received 8,116; Cass, 1,847; maj. foi 
Taylor, 1,269. 
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LATEST ELECTION RETUBNS. 



Kaine-lBSa 

OOYEBNOB. 

Cbuniies. Rep Dem. 

IforrilL Bmltb. 

Androacoggin 8090 S861 

Aroortook ... 740 808 

Cumberland. 6876 5861 

Franklin 2881 1949 

Hancock..... 2907 1955 

Kennebec.... 5298 8288 

Lincoln 8868 4180 

Oxford 4118 8848 

Penobscot... 62S5 4569 

Ptecataqnia . 1488 996 

Sagadahoc... 1885 996 

Somerset..... 8902 2812 

Waldo 4429 8141 

Washington.. 8168 2772 

Tork 6086 5447 



Total 56861 44878 

M^f. for Morrill, 11,988. 



Kew-Hampihire— 1859. 

By Congresnonal JHntricU. 

OOYERNOB. 

J>iatriet$. Sep. Dem. 

L Qoodwia. Gate. 

Belknap 1724 1850 

Carroll 8248 2880 

Rockingham. 5799 5055 

Strafford .... 8498 2679 

Total 18269 11914 

Maj. for Goodwin, 1,855. 

IL Goodwia. Cst«. 

Hlllsborongh.. 6476 5461 
Merrimac... 4885 4788 



Total 11811 10248 

MaJ. for Goodwin, 1,062. 

m. Goodwin. Cata. 

Cheshire. 8448 2268 

Coos 1256 1472 

Grafton 4797 4789 

SulUran 2245 2165 



Total 11746 10689 

MiO- for Goodwin, 1,107. 



Vermont— 1859. 

Bj/ OangretrimM^ BittrieU. 

govbJwor. 

DiMrict$, Rep. Bern, 

L HaU. Sax«i 

Addison 8042 548 

Bennington.. 1866 1268 

Rutland 8006 1070 

Washington.. 299T 1676 

Total 10911 4642 

n. HslL Sua. 

Caledonia ... 2217 1887 

Orange 8052 8185 

Windham.... 8187 960 

Windsor. 8428 1880 

Total 11884 5802 

IIL Hall. Sues. 

Chittenden .. 8587 819 

Essex 541 428 

Franklin 8023 1880 

Grand Isle... 294 845 

Lamoille 1618 646 

Orleans 1716 887 

Total 8628 4166 

Total State 81867 14499 
MiSj. for Hall, 16,868. 



lEanadiiiMttih-1860. 

GOVEBNOR. 

Cauntiee. Hep. Dtm. Am. 
Bankk Bntlar. Brlgsa. 

Barnstable 1457 760 I^ 

Berkshire. 8276 2605 887 

Bristol ... 8860 1881 8017 

Dnkes.... 227 195 94 

Buex .... 8049 4582 1887 

Franklin.. 2672 1470 200 

Hampden. 8808 2646 458 

Hampshhre 2659 784 886 

Middlesex 10688 6488 2609 

NantQcket 249 107 98 

Norfolk... 4478 2988 1911 

Plymouth. 8284 1548 899 

Suffolk . . . 5478 4484 2165 

Worcester. 9605 4999 1221 



Kew.Tork-1859. 



Total. .587808588414865 
Banks over Butler, 28,446. 



Comi«etieiit- 1860. 

By Oongreaaitmai BittrieU. 
GOVERNOR. 

BintrieU. B*^. Bern. 

I. BttcUiiBliain. Sojmonr. 

Hartford .... 8758 8972 

Tolland 8558 2210 



Total .. 11811 11182 
MaJ. for Buckingham, 129. 

II. Buck. Say. 

Middlesex... 2942 8490 
New-Haven.. 8709 9765 



Total 11651 18256 

Maj for Seymour, 1,604. 

III. Buck. Soy. 

New-London . 5672 5102 
Windham . . . 8700 2586 



Total 9872 7688 

BlaJ. for Buckingham, 1,684 

IV. Back. Sot. 

Fafa^eld 6921 7186 

Litchfield.... 5208 4656 



Total 12124 11792 

MaJ. for Buckingham, 882. 

Buckingham's minority in 
the State, 541. 



Bhode Island— 1860. 

GOVERNOR. 

Cbunftea. Bep. JInion. 
Padaliord. Sprasva. 

Bristol 622 644 

Kent. 1012 1460 

Newport 1547 1542 

Providence . . 6007 7287 

Washington.. 1647 1412 

Total 10885 12296 

MiSl* 'or Sprague, 1,460. 
The opporiUon to Mr. 
Padelford was composed of 
Democrats, Americans, and 
disaffected Republicans, 
calling themselves Conserv- 
atives. 

Belawar*— 1858. 

GOVERNOR. 

CmmNm. Ppp. Bern. 

Boflkmaatar. Bnrtea. 

Kent 1857 8024 

New Castle . . 8457 8416 
Sussex 8240 2818 

Total 7564 7768 

Burton's maJ., 804. 



C0UMTIB8. 



Albany 

Allegany 

Broome 

Cattaraugus.. 

C«yuga 

Chautauqua.. 

Chemung 

Chenango.... 

Clinton 

Columbia . . . . 
Cortland . . . . 
Delaware .... 

Dutchess 

Erie 

Essex 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Genesee 

Greene 

Hamilton .... 
Herkimer . . . . 
Jefferson .... 

Kinn 

Lewis 

Livingston . . . 

Madison 

Monroe 

Montgomery. . 
New-York ... 

Niagara 

Oneida 

Onondaga.... 

Ontario 

Orange 

Orleans 

Oswego 

Otsego 

Putnam 

Queens 

Rensselaer . . . 

Richland 

Rockland .... 

Saratoga 

Schenectady '. 
Schoharie .... 
Schuyler.,... 

Seneca 

Steuben 

St. Lawence.. 

Suffolk 

Sullivan 

Tioga 

Tompkins . . . . 

Ulster 

Warren. 

Washington.. . 

Wayne 

Westchester.. 

Wyoming 

Tates. 



Ssa 9TATK. 



Rep 
LaaveB- 
worth. 



7268 

4771 
8491 
8978 
6180 
5590 
2458 
4482 
8252 
8946 
8018 
8600 
5287 
7466 
2895 
2292 
8669 
8809 
2500 
218 
4426 
6860 
7971 
2860 
8215 
4676 
7065 
2690 
18272 
8688 
10288 
8888 
8571 
4056 
2848 
7004 
5469 
1018 
1815 
5002 
678 
749 
4852 
17T9 
8568 
1884 
1908 
5759 
7846 
1694 
1670 
8028 
8280 
4084 
2188 
47851 
4658 
4880! 
81281 
2286, 



•Jonaa. 



9216 
2188 

-2915 
2900 
8541 
8211 
2414 
8614 
8184 
4128 
2084 
8484 
5070 
9416 
1519 
8294 
8446 
2042 
8258 
896 
2661 
5004 

18042 
1918 
2676 
8805 
4708 
8069 

88462 
8808 
7806 
6082 
8104 
4988 
2280 
4850 
4912 
1210 
8540 
7988 
1659 
1751 
4417 
1780 
8605 
1821 
8868 
4860 
8847 
2682 
8102 
8580 
2514 
5596 
1688 
8974 
8210 
6548 
1812 
1208 



Totel 251189 252589 



COUPTBOLLXR. 


Rep. 


1 
Btm. 


•Dan- 
niatoB. 


Cbnrch. 


8871 


8057 


4886 


2022 


8597 


2811 


4044 


8T96 


6410 


8811 


6241 


2559 


2482 


2881 


4706 


8898 


8882 


8104 


4554 


8518 


8120 


1978 


4148 


2984 


0684 


4675 


9666 


7204 


8448 


1471 


8844 


8248 


2782 


2874 


8588 


1750 


269U 


8058 


218 


896 


4510 


2672 


6902 


4948 


9446 


11481 


2850 


1920 


8591 


2299 


4925 


8552 


6970 


4882 


8018 


2800 


22088 


84554 


4128 


2889 


10400 


7209 


9087 


6897 


4877 


2298 


4881 


4618 


. 2859 


8196 


6976 


4869 


5502 


4879 


1088 


1141 


1907 


8987 


7424 


5516 


1002 


1800 


1051 


1429 


4752 


4017 


1981 


1577 


2702 


8408 


2148 


1590 


2240 


8026 


6089 


4516 


8009 


8186 


2110 


2221 


2468 


2804 


8147 


8458 


8501 


8296 


5069 


4617 


2187 


1680 


5185 


2569 


4804 


8057 


5172 


6690 


8148 


1787 


2247 


1195 


275952 


227804 



Pbisom Ixsr. 



Rqp 
Forreat. 



7891 
4766 
8489 
8970 
6072 
5588 
2481 
4482 
8228 
8977 
8017 
8604 
5247 
7&88 
2897 
2292 
2672 
8809 
2500 
218 
4488 
6859 
7910 
2846 
8220 
4585 
7108 
2779 
18881 
8697 
10822 
8742 
8571 
4048 
2914 
7006 
5472 
1029 
1885 
4950 
747 
782 
4860 
2244 
2508 
1940 
1919 
5758 
7701 
1706 
1679 
8016 
8284 
4040 
8188 
4787 
4660 
4848 
8116 
8281 



Bent. 
•Eldor- 



9068 
2186 
2916 
2888 
8681 
8219 
2488 
8611 
8206 
4085 
2082 
8476 
5058 
9883 
1517 
2296 
2487 
2088 
8250 
896 
2648 
5006 

12950 
1921 
2668 
2601 
4742 
8080 

8S276 
82&4 
7284 
6202 
8098 
49S5 
2160 
4846 
4908 
1198 
8464 
7903 
1558 
1746 
4889 
1811 
8596 
1796 
2842 
4848 
8464 
2626 
8088 
2586* 
2518 
5628 
1686 
2969 
8210 
6523 
1816 
1209 






251784261194 



Jones' m%j., 1450 ; Denniston's, 48648 ; Forrest's, 690. 

AGGBBOATB VCTB FOB OTHSR STATB OfTICBBS. 

IVftuurer. . .Derahelmer • 27ft,667 ; Vanderpoel, 226»76fr-48,8S8 

Atey Om'l. .Myers," 276,792 ; Tremain, . . .227.34fr-49,447 

StaU ZfM'r .Stortfv 260,880 ; Richmond,* 282,81»- 1,432 

Canal Omi. .Chapta 251,449 ; Skinner,*. . .261,777— "~ 



JudM (/ Ap.DaTies,* 272,27A ; Johnson,. . . .227,171—46,104 

CWTi/ .ip.Hughes,* .... 276,286 ; Lewis, 227,366-17,981 

The above are the actual returns seat fW>m the various conn- 
ties of the State to the State Department at Albany ; but In 
consequence of informality in seme of the returns, the officially 
declared result, on a number of candidates, varies from the 
aetuaL The vote for Forrest is declared at m490 : Elderkin, 
2S7J»79 ; Storey, 246,041 ; Richmond, 280,247 ;Chapin, 246,976 ; 
Davlea, 265,668 ; Johnson, 226,025 ; Lewis, 221,064. 

•yomlaalad and anpportad by tbaAmaricsn, or* Balance of Powst* 
Pkrty. 
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Kew-Jeney— 1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

IHtitrictai 0pp. Dem, 

L Olden. Wright. 

Atlantic 858 740 

Camden ... 2824 2889 

Cape May.. 570 497 

Cumberland. 1880 1685 

Oloncester.. 1477 1206 

Salem 2051 1981 

Total 9105 8898 

Majority for Olden, 707. 

IL Olden. Wriebt. 

Burlington.. 4748 8892 

Mercer 8587 2981 

Monmouth. . 8005 8451 

Ocean 1841 780 

Total 12681 10561 

Mi^. for Olden, 2,120. 

m. Olden. Wrigbt. 

Hunterdon... 2726 8445 

Middlesex.. 8258 2497 

Somerset... 2011 1888 

Warren .... 2116 2842 



Total 10106 10622 

Maj. for Wright, 516. 

IV. Olden. Wrigbt. 

Bergen 1262 1518 

Morris 8076 8188 

Passaic 2468 1870 

Sussex 1842 2528 

Total 8648 9054 

Maj. for Wright, 411. 

V. Olden. Wright. 

Essex. 7888 7454 

Hudson .... 8181 8726 

Union...... 1766 1899 

Total 12780 18079 

Maj. for Wright, 299. 

TOTAL TOTS OF 8TATB. 

Olden, 68,815 

Wright, 51,714 

Maj. for Olden,.. 1,601 



Fexuufylvania— 1858. 

CONGRESS. 

JHiiridt. ' Union. Dem. 
I. Byui. Florence^ 

Wardl 1527 1481 

" 2 1481 1414 

" 8 .... 878 1027 

" 4 720 1887 

** 6 part 812 449 

" 7 1574 1116 

Total 6492 6828 

Nebinger, Anti-Zecom^ 
tan Dem.^ 2,44Si. 
Florence oyer Ryan, 881. 

n. Monii. Martin. 

Waird part 618 687 

** 6 926 817 

" 8 1184 878 

" 9 1162 TB96 

»* 10 1818 802 

Total 5658 4080 

Mi^. for Morris, 1,628. 
IIL Verree. Landy. 

Ward 11.... 987 872 

•• 12.... 1182 881 

" 16.... 1284 1126 

»* 17.... 984 1886 

" 18.... 1667 978 

** 19 part 978 696 

Total 6977 5884 

Reed, Am.^ 52. 

Verree over Landy, 1,148. 



pmriTSTLVAmA, 

CONGRESS— (Cbn<fnu0c2.) 

Districts. Union. Dem. 

IV. Blillward. Phillipe. 

Ward 18.... 1691 846 

" 14.... 1940 864 

" 15.... 1976 1828 

*' 19 part 606 750 

" 20 ... 1820 1129 

** 21 part 820 240 

" 28 part 406 816 

** 24.... 1091 978 



Total 9749 6451 

Broom, Am.^ 258. 
MiUw'd over Philips, 8,298. 

V. Wood. Jonefc 
Ward 21 part 928 660 

" 22.... 1548 777 

** 28 part 1208 768 

Montg'ryCo. 6082 6004 

Total 9701 7209 

M^j. for Wood, 2,492. 

VI. Broomall. Manley. 

Chester 2888 4021 

Delaware... 2288 1164 

Total 4676 6186 

Hickman, A. L. i>., 6,786. 
Hick'n over Manley 1,601. 

Vn. Longneeker. Roberta. 

Bucks 5285 6122 

Lehi^ 8089 2954 

Total 8824 8076 

Maj. for Longneeker, 248. 

Vm. Scbwarti. Jonei. 

Berks 7821 7802 

Maj. for Schwartz, 19. 

IX. Stereni. HopUna. 

Lancaster... 9518 > 6841 
Maj. for Stevens, 8,172. 

X Killinger. WeldK 

Dauphin.... 8255 2281 
Lebanon ... 2718 1460 

Union 1818 787 

NorthUd, pt. 160 27 

Snyder 1452 1084 

Total 8897 5589 

Maj. for EilUnger, 8,808. 

XL Campbell. Dewart. 

NorthumbUd 1602 1825 
Schuylkill... 65t 8086 

Total 7158 4860 

Coke, A. L, 2>., 8,141. 
Cam'l over Dewart, 2,766. 

XIL Soranton. McReyn'k. 
Columbia.... 1907 1442 
Luzerne..., 6198 8262 
Montour.... 990 684 
Wyoming. . . 988 898 

Total 10028 6186 

Maj. for Scranton, 8,887. 

Xm. Shoemaker. Dismiiek. 

Carbon. 1588 1126 

Monroe .... 788 1261 
Northampton 2276 2992 

Pike 179 491 

Wayne 1791 2189 

Total 6566 8009 

Maj. for Dimmick, 1,448. 

XIV. Groir.Parkhnrat. 

Bradford.... 4774 920 

Susquehanna 8180 1859 

Tioga 8211 680 

Total 11165 8869 

Mig. for Grow, 7,806. 

^ XV. Hale. White. 

Centre 2561 1911 

Clinton 1870 1294 

Lycoming . . 2484 2028 

Mifflin 1471 1189 



FBITIfSTLVAirJA, 

CONGRESS— (Omfintied.) 

Diiiricis. Union. Dtm. 

XV. Hale. White. 

SuUivan .... 814 489 

Potter 1048 488 

Total 9288 7849 

Maj. for Hale, 1,889. 

XVL JnnUn. Fliher. 

Cumberland 2560 2768 

Perty 1948 1488 

York. 4188 4849 

Total 8646 8600 

Mi^. for Junkin, 46. 

XVIL MePhenon.ReIIly. 

Adams 2296 21(fo 

Bedford.... 1859 1974 

Franklin 8884 8060 

Fulton 576 718 

Juniata 1286 1166 



Total... . 9848 9081 
Mi^. for Mcpherson, 257. 

XVm. Blair. Penhing. 

Blair 2798 16^ 

Cambria ... 1700 2278 

Huntingdon. 2115 1261 

Somerset . . . 2501 1578 



Total.. .. 9114 6679 
Maj. for Blair, 2,486. 

XIX. Covode. Foeter. 

Armstrong.. 2425 2001 

Indiana 8085 1585 

Westmorerd 8797 4629 



Total 9257 8166 

Mai. for Covode, 1,092. 
XX Knight MontcoV. 

Fayette .... 1276 &99 

Greene 781 2156 

Washington. 8792 8799 

Total 6798 9254 

Mig. for Montgo'ry, 8,456. 

XXL Moorbead. Borke. 

AUegheny,pt. 6589 4879 

Maj. for Moorhead, 1,660. 

XXn. MeKnigbt.BIrmin'm. 
Allegheny, pt. S»85 217 
Butler. 2608 285 

ToUl 6488 602 

WiUiams, AwU-Tam^ 8908. 
McK. over Wms., 1,585. 

XXin. Stewart MeGuffln. 

Beaver 1871 1126 

Lawrence... 1951 616 
Mercer 2399 2086 

Total 6721 8777 

Mi^}. for Stewart, 2,944 

XXIV. Hall. OUlfa^ 

Clarion 1558 2019 

Clearfield... 1028 1446 

Elk 806 479 

Forrest No return. 

Jefferson . . . 1871 1049 
McKean.... 885 479 

Venango... 1958 1671 

Warren .... 1765 969 



Karylaad— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

Di>4ticts. Opp. Dem. 

L Ooz. Stewart 

CaroUne 814 - 798 

Dorchester .. 1182 1220 

Queen Anne*s 901 967 

Somerset 1500 1426 

Talbot 709 989 

Worcester... 1278 1584 

Total 6884 6984 

Maj. for Stewart, 550. 

II. Webster. McHenry. 

Bait. Co., pt.. 1690 1760 

Carroll 2488 2297 

CecU 2044 1970 

Harford 2095 1647 

Kent 886 769 

Total 9098 8443 

Maj. for Webster, 665. 

m. Harris. Preston. 

Bait. City, pt. 8026 2554 
Bait. Co., pt.. 1591 1672 

Total 9617 4226 

Maj. for Harris, 6,891. 

IV. Daris. Harrison. 

Bait. City, pt.l016S 2796 
Ms^. for Davis, 7,872. 

V. HoAanan. Konkd. 
Alleghany... 2201 2289 

Frederick 8678 8718 

Washington . 2842 2842 

Total 8716 8849 

Mig. for Kunkel, 188. 

VL Hagner. Hngbes. 

Anne Arundel 1107 1082 

Calvert 489 442 

Charles 675 682 

Howard 762 848 

Montgomery. 1177 1804 

Prince Geo.'s 8^ 986 

St. Mary's ... 452 1014 

Total 6854 6302 

M%). for Hughes, 948. 

LBGISLATUBS— 1857. 

Senate.. Amer., 15 ; Dem., 7 
HousB...Amer.,44; Dem., 29 



Virgijiia-1859. 



Total 8905 8111 

Mai. for Hall, 794. 

XXV. Babbitt Marshall. 
Crawfotd.... 8140 2088 
Erie 8220 2080 

Total 6860 4118 

M^|. for Babbitt, 2,247. 
Li 1859, the Opposition, or 
People's Party Ticket for 
State officers,' was elected by 
17,000 to 1,800 majority. 

LEOI8LAT0BB— 1859-*60. 

Senate .Opp., 21 ; Dem., 12 
House . . Opp., 67 ; Dem., 88 



GOVERNOR. 

Districts. Opp. 

I. uofKln. 

Accomao 7o8 

Elizabeth City 214 

Essex 825 

Gloucester. . . 888 
JameaCity .. Ill 
King and Queen 271 
Lancaster ... 156 
Matthews.... 815 
Middlesex.... 179 
New Kent... 289 
Northampton. 227 
Novthumber'd 108 
Richmond Co. 296 

Warwick 60 

Westmoreland 444 
Williamsburg. 40 
York 171 



Dem. 
Letcher. 

675 
164 
270 
865 

81 
429 
107 
258 
214 
182 
168 
194 
261 

81 
146 

66 
102 



Total 4807 8532 

Maj. forGoggin,725. 

Muacoe H. R. Gamett, 
2>«m., elected to Congress 
! without opposition. 

\ II. Oocm'n. Letcher. 

(Charles City.. 245 66 

^GreensvUle.. 98 142 
^ Isle of Wight. 148 532 
(Nansemond.. 462 271 
i Norfolk City.. 886 527 



y 
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aoyERNOR~(aNiKniiecZ.) 

JHMHtU, Opo. Dem. 

XL CkMBnn. JjKUik&e. 

Norfolk Go.... Wl 881 

Portsmoath... CT8 087 

Priaoe George 187 S67 

Princess Anne 867 864 

goatluunpton 686 488 

Surry 184 167 

Sussex 127 291 

Total 4404 4068 

Mj^j. forGoggin,866. 

John S. MiUson, 2>«f»., 
elected to Congress without 
opposition. 

IIL GonrlB. XMAm. 

Caroline 619 fi02 

Chesterfield. . 681 779 

Goochland... 284 269 

Hanover .... 672 689 

Henrico 1248 850 

King William. 143 818 

Louisa 486 897 

Kichm'dCUy. 2048 1688 

Total 6941 6882 

MiU-forGoggln,669. 

Daniel G. DeiJamette, Ind. 
Dtm,^ elected to Congress, 
over John S. Caskie, regular 
i>M»., by 100 nujonty. 

IV. Ckinla. Latdwr. 

Ametta 208 204 

Brunswick.... 188 482 

Charlotte.... 406 408 

Cumberland.. 2D8 204 

Dinwiddle... 280 267 

Lunenburgh. . 179 488 

Mecklenburg. 884 606 

Nottoway.... 195 178 

Petersburg... 944 636 

Powhattan. . . 186 182 

Pr'ce £dward 271 816 



Total 8888 8861 

MsJ. for Letcher, 478. 

William 0. Goode, Dmn.^ 
elected over Flournoy, Ind, 
J)0m, Mr Goods died be- 
fore taking his seat, and his 
place was filled by the elec- 
timi of Boger A. F^o'i i>0m. 

V. G«ttla. Lateher. 

Appomattox. 268 470 

CampbeU.... 1885 1129 

Franklin .... 1010 884 

Halifax 858 768 

Henry 676 419 

Patrick 608 698 

PlttsylvaoU.. 1896 1107 

Total 6491 6860 

MaJ. for Goggin, 181. 

Thomas 8. Bocock, Z>«m., 
reelected to Congreai, with- 
out opposition. 

TI. Gonlau LtldMr. 

Albemarle... 1808 98t 

Amherst 782 664 

Bedford 1886 815 

Buckingham.. 685 467 

Fluvanna 482 826 

<}reene 126 887 

Madison 182 686 

Nelson 789 888 

Total 5485 4649 

MsJ. for Goggin, 886. 
Shelton F. Leake, fnd, 
J>em.y elected to Congress 
by 1,650 maj. over Powell, 
•egularZ>em. 

VH. Ooforlit, Letelier. 

Alexandria . . 874 620 

Cnlpeper 497 476 

.Vairfax 60' 717 



VIROjmA, 

GOTEBNOR^amlifttted.) 

DUtnetM. 0pp. Dan. 

TIL Qoifin, Lateber. 

Fauquier 981 1020 

King George. 206 196 

Orange 426 879 

Prince Wm... 261 712 

Rappah'nock. 609 468 

Spottsylvania 493 686 

Stafford 299 607 

Total 6181 66n 

Shaokelford, Ind, I>em., 
received 480 votes for Con- 
gress. 
M^. for Letcher, 496. 

Wm. Smith, Dem.^ elected 
to Congress by 802 mi^. 

Vin. Goola. 

Berkeley.... 888 1067 

Clarke 262 871 

Frederick.... 888 1124 

Hampshire .. 701 1068 

Jefferson .... 867 875 

Loudoun .... 1798 722 

Morgan 274 261 

Page 180 960 

Warren 215 466 

Total 6998 "~6889 

Mi^J. for Letcher, 891. 

Alex. R. Boteler, Opp.^ 
elected to Congress by 167 
majority. 

IX. Ck>fnrln. Letelicr. 

Augusta. 2170 1402 

Bath. 280 281 

Hardy 771 854 

Highland.... 229 478 

Pendleton.... 888 411 

Rockbridge.. 1280 1208 

Rockingham . 700 2402 

Shenandoah.. 278 1912 

Total 6986 8898 

MiU. for Letcher, 2,412. 

John T. Harris, Ind. Dem.^ 

elected to Congress, over 

Skinner, regular />«m., by 

\ 961 m%}ority. 

X CkfQRin. L«teh«r. 

Brooke 218 869 

Hancock.... 144 804 

Marion 468 1197 

MarshaU .... 828 688 

Monongalia.. 641 975 

Ohio 1828 1080 

Pleasants.... 76 146 

Preston 506 810 

Taylor 680 651 

Tyler 289 460 

WetzeL 65 809 

Total 6682 7284 

MaJ. for Letcher, 2,202. 

Sherrard Clemens, Dem., 
rejected to Congress, with- \ 
out opposition. 

XL <3o|f|rifi. Latdi«r. 

Barbour. 426 817 

Braxton 849 817 

Cabell 418 604 

Calhoun 26 277 

Doddridge... 104 609 

Gilmer 60 825 

Harrison . . 780 1092 

Jackson 883 510 

Kanawha.... 1188 467 

Lewis 860 649 

Mason 688 448 

Putnam 461 427 

Randolph.... 226 480 

Ritchie 187 422 

Roane 802 261 

Tucker 17 176 

Upshur. 292 422 



vmoiNZL 



irOBTS CABOUUA. 



GOVEBNOB— (CbnMnued.) \ CONGBESS—COmffnuecf.) 



DiH ich. 0pp. Dem. 

XL Gofcgin. Latcber. 

Wfart 186 802 

Wood. 886 660 



Total 6928 9116 

MaJ. for Letcher, 2,187. 
Elbert G. Jenkins, Dem., 
elected to Congress by 1,888 
majority over Laidley, Opp. 

XIL Gogirlii. 

Alleghany ... 210 

Boone 160 

Botetourt.... 486 

Clay 90 

Craig 92 

Fayette 846 

Floyd 622 

Gilet 468 

Greenbrier .. 889 

Logan 94 

Mercer 667 

Monroe 845 

Montgomery. 615 

Nicholas 864 

Pocahontas.. . 184 

Raleigh 881 

Roanoke 288 

Wayne 269 

Wyoming 170 



DiHricU. Opp. 
IL Ebeatterinf. 

Beaufort 140 

Carteret — 

Craven 80 

Bdgecomb ... 4 

Greene 60 

Hyde 16 

Jones 69 

Lenoir 17 

Onstow 88 

Pitt. 61 

Wayne 11 



Dent. 
RnJRn. 

887 

ZU3S 

875 
667 
286 
188 
140 
810 
897 
509 
827 



Total 476 4882 

MaJ. for Baffin, 8,906. 

m. •Md>vffl«. Wiadmr. 

Bladen 192 883 

Brunswick ... No return. 
Columbus. ... 9i 272 
Cumberland.. 404 1089 

Duplin 67 780 

New«Hanover 90 789 
Richmond .... No return. 

Robeson -^ 825 

Sampson 104 69S 



Total 949 4186 

MaJ. for Winslow, 8,287. 
* Indapandant Damocrat. 



Total 6960 7167^ 

MaJ. for Letcher, 207. 
No opporition to H. A. 
Edmundson, Dem., for Con- 
gress. 

XnL Gogeln. 

Buchanui . . . 78 

Carroll 461 

Grayson 884 

Lee 688 

McDowell.... 115 

Pulaski 814 

RusseU 751 

Scott 600 

Smyth 60S 

Taxewell 641 

Washington.. 966 

Wise 203 

Wythe 748 



IV. 




Franklin 282 

GranviUe .... 290 

Johnson 646 

Nash 66 

Orange 672 

Wake 606 

Warren 67 



Sandan. Branch. 



628 
675 
860 

879 

729 

1405 

668 



Total 6442 6810 

MaJ. for Goggin, 682. 

Elbert ^S. Martin, Ind, 
Dent., elected to Congress 
by 808 majority over Floyd, 
regular Dem. 

TOTAL VOTR OP STATE. 
OppoKition. 

&oo«fnor..G-oggIn.. 71,548 
AWy Oen..VT^aUin.. 64,868 

Demotmtt. 

(?o««rnor..Letcher.. 77,112 

AWy &«fk.Tucker. .. 78,124 

MaJ. for Letcher, 6,669 ; 

do. for Tucker, 8,766. 



ToUl 2469 6827 

MaJ. for Branch, 8,868. 

V. GHmer.WUliamt. 

Alamance ... 676 688 

Caswell 188 836 

Chatham.,... 988 862 

Guilford. 2047 468 

Montgomery.. 689 179 

Moore 629 669 

Person 201 602 

Randolph.... 1208 427 



Totol 6861 4612 

MaJ. for Gilmer, 1,849. 



VL 
Alexander.. . . 

Allegany 

Ashe 

Davidson .... 

Davie 

Forsyth 

Iredell 

Rockingham.. 

Stokes 

Suriy 

Yadkin 



Laacb. 
689 
147 
789 

1470 
681 
965 

1688 
402 
617 
601 



Scalea. 
866 
888 
462 
798 
879 

1061 
472 

1417' 
763 
926 
697 



Horfh Carolina- 

CONGRESS. 

Dintricts, Opp. 

L SmUb. 

Bertie 665 

Camden 683 

Chowan 294 

Currituck 286 

Gates 462 

HaUfax 662 

Hertford .... 479 

Martin 862 

Northampton. 699 

Pasquotank... 669 
Perquimans.. . 481 

Tyrrell 897 

Washington.. 471 

Total 6046 

MiSi for Smith, 614. 



-1809. 



Tfun. 

Sbaw. 
606; 
109 
286 
658 
406 
760 
298 
750 
758 
840 
280 
181 
266 

6631 j 



Total 8666 7664 

MaJ. for Leach, 902. 

VIL Walkap. CnlM. 

Anson 766 257 

Cabarrus.... 617 868 

Catawba 181 688 

Cleveland.... 106 729 

Gaston 96 706 

Lincoln 192 489 

Mecklenburg. 411 777 

Rowan 766 849 

Stanly 771 68 

Union 280 627 

Total 4075 6496 

MaJ. fpr Craige, 1,420. 

VIIL Vanca. Colamaa. 

Buncombe.'.. 888 858 

Burke 669 414 

CaldweU 629 228 



< 
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ELECTION RETURNS-GEORGU, LOUISIANA AND TEXAS. 
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f-' 



NORTjS cabouna. 

CONQRESS— (CbHtinticd.) 

Dii4ii'iia. OrP' „ -^«»»- 

VIIL Vance. Colamvi. 

Cherokee .... 675 898 

Haywood.... 80T 448 

Henderson... 681 JU 

Jackson 245 870 

Macon 489 889 

Madison 8S4 425 

McDoweU... 476 851 

Polk 16T ISO 

Rutherford .. 76T 643 

Watauga.... 821 191 

WUkes. 11»0 8f» 

Yancy 468 616 

Total 8026 6881 

M«j. for Vance, 1,695. 

TOIAL VOTE or THB 8TATB. 

Opporition, 
Ow^., '59.... 0pp.,.. .8^7 
Chn^nor, '58...Mcftae, 89965 

DeinoirraU. 

"Cong., '59 . . . .Dem., .. 48928 
Gov'ii&r, '68...ElUa. . . 66222 

Dem. maj. on Congress, 
6,971; Ellis, 16,25T. 



G8orgia-1859. 

CONGRESS. 

JHitricta. Opp. />««. 

L Mcintyre. Love. 

Appling 87 448 

Berrien 165 845 

Brooks 289 800 

Bryan 128 152 

Bulloch 21 669 

Camden 48 187 

Chatham,.... 649 . 696 

Charlton U IW 

CUnch 105 261 

Coffee 41 979 

Colquitt. 84 144 

Bcholt. 49 188 

Effingham.... 254 170 

Emanuel 181 465 

Glynn 41 176 

Inrin 9 200 

Johnson 146 180 

Laurens 187 285 

Liberty 116 218 

Lowndes .... 216 286 

Mcintosh.... 72 144 

Montgomery.. 259 55 

Pierce 19 199 

TattnaU 176 291 

Telfair 140 192 

Thomas 428 477 

Ware 44 281 

Wayne 22 125 

Total 8881 7247 

MaJ. for Love, 8,866. 

n. DongUa. Crmwferd. 

Baker 92 207 

Calhoun 102 299 

Chattahoochee 242 888 

Clay 225 253 

Decatur. 517 611 

Dooley 280 544 

Dougherty... 197 299 

Early 98 268 

Lee 209 215 

Macon 885 284 

Marion 818 887 

Miller 48 201 

BfitchelL 97 858 

Muscogee ... 682 749 

Pulaski 148 406 

Quitman 157 199 

Randolph.... 644 468 

Schley 217 218 

Stewart 572 557 

gurater 592 607 

TerreU 878 274 



GEORGIA, 

CONGRESS--(am«mi04.) 

Didiiobt, Opp. Dem. 

IL DooMU. Cmwford. 

Webster 87& 216 

Wilcox 8 299 

Worth 109 272 

Totol 6487 8279 

Bethune, Ind.^ received 
417 Yotes for Congress. 

Crawford orer Douglas, 
1,842. 

IIL Hardamta. Spoor. 

Bibb 906 679 

Butts 825 881 

Crawford .... 248 896 

Harris 688 466 

Houston 684 656 

Monroe 688 680 

Pike 488 618 

Spaulding... 445 474 

Talbot 664 492 

Taylor 820 862 

Upson 658 892 

Total 5686 6488 

Maj. for Hardeman, 158. 

IV. Wrixht Oartrell. 

Campbell.... (w9 777 

CarroU 448 1169 

Clayton. 288 857 

Cobb 60A 1180 

Coweta 477 775 

DeKalb 868 708 

Fayette 815 644 

Fulton 899 1221 

Heard 887 665 

Henry 658 608 

Merriwether . 692 672 

Troup 750 816 

Total 6053 8877 

Maj. for GartreU, 2,824. 

y. SbadcaUbH. UndsrvM. 

Cass 151 1286 

Catoosa 80 698 

Chattooga ... 228 614 

Cherokee.... 109 1121 

Dade 18 824 

Fannin 889 415 

Floyd 127 989 

GUmer 77 982 

Gordon 257 740 

Haralson .... 23 866 

> MUton 182 890 

> Murray 118 712 

Paulding .... 48 871 

Pickens 72 751 

Polk 48 481 

Walker 190 740 

Whitfield ... 155 1129 

Total 2163 12889 

Majority for Uaderwood, 
10,177. 

VL Lytl*. JaokKnu 

Banks 67 504 

^Clarke 883 611 

Dawson 65 652 

Forsyth 298 655 

FrankUn .... 65 851 

> Gwinnett . . . . 2S8 699 
(Habersham... 896 881 

HaU 693 687 

J Hart 78 768 

) Jackson 880 703 

? Lumpkin .... 73 789 

< Madison 162 4G5 

Rabun 17 641 

Towns 19 858 

Union 48 687 

.Walton,, 416 683 

SWhite 96 868 

; Total 8351 9644 

BlaU* 'or Jackson, 6,890. 



GEORGIA. 

OONOBBSSHCbfiMnued.) 

DintriaU. Opp. Dem. 

VIL HnL Harper. 

Baldwin 818 886 

Greene 629 847 

Hancock .... 891 - 80 

Jasper 449 888 

Jones. 189 883 

Morgan. 888 189 

Newton 728 745 

Putnam 288 882 

Twiggs. 167 825 

Washhigton.. 678 689 

Wilkinson.... 898 657 



Total.... 4498 4858 

MtU. for Hill, 189. 

VUI. Wright. JoBM. 

Burke 861 614 

Columbia.... 417 407 

Elbert. 418 618 

Glascock.... 64 888 

Jefferson .... 454 889 

Uncohi. 186 820 

Oglethorpe... 875 466 

I^hmond ... 1108 920 

Scriven 859 888 

TalHafenro... 211 188 

Warren 845 442 

Wilkes 829 892 

Total 4507 4912 

MisJ. for Jones, 406. 

TOTAL TOTB OF TBI RATI. 
Oppoititioa, 

Govtmor .Akin 42196 

Congrest, .Oppositlon86419 

Dtmftitraiii, 

Gotemor .Brown. . .. 68S06 

Congress. .Dem.,. . . . 61184 

Mi^Jori's.— Brown, 21,611 ; 

Congress, 24,716. 



L(mi8iaiia~1899. 

CONOBESS. 



Diftrieta, Opp. 

L Boaliffiir. 

Orieans,Rt.Bk. 197 

"* SdDist. 999 

** SdDiat. 904 

Plaquemines... 67 

St. Bernard.... 48 



Dem. 



128 
706 
486 
814 
156 



Total 2215 1796 

Maj. for BouUgnv, 419. 
> Bienvenu received 497 
votes for Congress. 

IL Nieholt. TaylAr. 

Aaoensioa 885 418 

Assumptbn. . . . 215 669 

Jefferson 410 666 

Lafourche 269 69 

Orteans, 1st DIs. 1239 999 

^ 4th Dis. 856 669 

St. Charles .... 65 97 

St. James 278 844 

St. John Baptiste 175 185 

St Mary 169 601 

St. Martfn 476 664 

Terrebonne.... 427 421 

Total 4459 6908 

Maj. for Tftylor, 1,449. 
ni. CsnBOB.DiiTldsAa. 

AvoyeUet — 654 

CarroU — 758 

Catahoula — 618 

Concordia — 179 

E. Baton Rouge 288 675 
B. Feliciana ... 286 460 

Iberville — 404 

Livingston — 487 

Madtoon U 856 

Point Coupee . . -— 676 

St. Helena. R^ected. 

s St. Tammany... 65 292 
^ Tensas — 260 



ZOUIJSIAITA, 

CONOBESS-KCbNHntMd.) 

DiHHcta. Opp. Dem. 

IIL GsitBOB. DsridMMU 

Washhigton.... 60 480 

W. Baton Rouge — 168 

W. FeUdana... 88 866 

Total 786 ^ 

M^ for Davidson, 6,668. 

IT. JoBM. Laadmni. 

BlenviUe 127 799 

Bossier 180 684 

Caddo 830 823 

Calcaideu Rejected. 

CaldweU 65 198 

Claiborne 90 957 

DeSoto 88 648 

Franklin 826 208 

Jackson 160 754 

Lafayette 8 278 

Morehouse 806 418 

Nachitoches ... 440 706 

Ouachita 106 429 

Rapides 663 889 

Sabine Rejected. 

St. Landry R^ected. 

Union 893 766 

Vermillion Rejected. 

Winn 186 880 

Total 6330 8836 

Maj. for Landrum, 6,606. 

TOTAL TOn or THB RATH. 
OpponttoH. 

C7o9«mor... Wells... 1668T 

U, Gov. . . .Ray 1604T 

Sec StaU. .Blake . . . 15166 

Demoerata. 
Governor., . Moore . . 24484 

Lt. Gov Hyams.. 84916 

See. StaU.. B^rdy.. 36148 



Texas— 1859. 

This State elected State 
Officers and Congressmen in 
1859. The Congrea^onal 
vote was as fbllows : 

CONQBBSS. 

Dittricti. Ind. Dem. 
L OcUltTM. BMna. 

Anderson 814 ^4 

Angelina 60 801 

Bowie 10 870 

Cass 258 756 

Chambers 88 99 

Cherokee 884 1166 

Colin 8 nil 

Cooke 24 875 

Dallas 70 894 

Denton 12 628 

Fannin 26 1118 

Grayson 25 983 

Hanison No return. 

Henderson No return. 

Hopkins 58 991 

Houston 87 631 

Hunt 18 796 

Jack. 8 115 

Jasper 17 885 

Jefferson....... 24 98 

Kaufman 91 614 

Lamar 25 996 

Liberty 63 378 

Nacogdoches... 226 688 

Newton 20 818 

Orange 46 109 

Panola 74 68a 

Polk 49 684 

Red River 18 885 

Rusk 178 1476 

Sabine 63 147 

San Augustine. . 18 868 

Shelby 50 686 

Smith 288 908 

Titus 57 968 

Trinity 34 874 
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CONG RESS— (< oittiHiieii. ) 

DixtiifiM. JikL Hein. 
L Oeblltree. Reagan. 

Tyler 80 625 

Upshur 162 780 

TanZandt 86 840 

Wise 81 289 

Wood 76 668 

Yoang — 9S 

Total 8464 28977 

Mi^j. for Reagan, 20,618 ; 
do. for Houston, independ- 
ent candidate for Ooyemor, 
4,854. 

n. HiunlltoD. WsuL 

Atascosa 172 90 

Austin 855 688 

Bandera 18 26 

Bastrop 85S 424 

Bee No return. 

BeU 818 274 

Bexar 766 991 

Blanco . 118 42 

Bosque 127 68 

BraEoria 118 809 

Brazos 118 82 

Brown 27 1 

Burleson 878 289 

Burnett 236 98 

CaldweU 295 802 

Calhoun 146 179 

Cameron 4 418 

Colorado 857 278 

Comal 86 89 

Comanche 100 25 

Coryell 208 101 

DeWitt 904 2S1 

Ellis 808 271 

El Paso 67 207 

Earth. 209 28 

Falls 218 112 

Fayette 666 651 

Fort Bend 178 172 

Freestone 260 805 

Galveston 887 400 

OUlespie 69 147 

Goliad 198 188 

Gonzales 460 427 

Grimes 419 254 

Gnadaloupe.... 229 818 

HamUton 48 , 7 

Harris 886 698 

Hays No return. 

Hidalgo 8 227 

Hill 216 170 

Jackson 141 ' 67 

Johnson 249 184 

Karnes 160 81 

Kerr 81 82 

Lapassas 212 64 

Lavacca 829 880 

Leon 874 879 

limestone 218 885 

live Oak 86 60 

Llano 81 76 

McLennan 848 228 

Madison 168 98 

Mason No return. 

Matagorda 68 168 

Medhia 58 199 

MUam 817 208 

Montague — — 

Montgomery... 262 177 

Navarro 870 801 

Nueces 225 189 

Palo Pinto 151 28 

Parker. 495 198 

Preddeo No return. 

BeAzgio No return. 

Robertson 229 185 

San Patricio ... 17 81 

San Saba 158 14 

Starr No return. 

Tarrant 448 288 

Travis 695 428 

Uvalde No return. 

Victoria No return. 

Walker 485 845^ 



TEJTA/S. 

COiiGtiES&— {Continued.) 

J>ixlfieUs. Lid. Detn. 
IL Hftinilton. Waal. 

Washington ... 641 678 

Webb 116 86; 

Wharton 82 119 

Williamson 458 204! 

Zapata 42 180 

Total 17198 16007 

MaJ. for Hamilton, 1,191 ; 
do. for Houston, 4,878. 

Hamilton ran as an Inde- 
pendent Democrat. Hardin [ 
K. Runnells was the regular i 
Democratic Candidate for| 
Governor. RunneUs beat! 
Houston, for the same office, 
two years before, by 9,805 
majority. . 

TOTAL VOTB OF THE STATB. 

Independent*. 

Governor.. Houston^ 86227 

Lt. Gov Clark,. . . 81468 

C. L'dqfflce Croehy... 28828 
Oongrets. . .Indep'nt 20662 

Demoerata. 

Governor. .Runnells, 27500 

Li. Gov Lubbock, 80825 

(7.X'dQ^«White... 88808 
Congress. . .Dem., . . . 899S4 ! 

Major's.— Houston, 8,727 ; 
Clark, 1,188 ; White, 4,976 ; 



Tenneflsee.— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

J)iMtrieU. 0pp. Dem. 

I. ICeuon. Kaynea. 

Carter 812 842 

Cocke 945 687 

Greene ,..1062 2026 

Hancock 867 641 

Hawkins — 174 

Jefferson 1602 654 

Johnson. 647 218 

Sevier. 1058 261 

SulUvan 643 1589 

Washington.... 996 1886 

Total 7981 7827 

MaJ. for Nelson, 104. 

IL Msynard. Ramur. 

Anderson 889 844 

Campbell 461 640 

Claiborne 775 676 

Fentress No return. 

Grainger. 1206 748 

Knox 2598 916 

Morgan 243 280 

Overton 864 1481 

Scott No return. 

Total 6476 4980 

Maj. for Maynard, 1,646. 

m. BrabMD. Smith. 

Bledsoe 492 880 

Blount 1278 728 

Bradley 796 1028 

Cumberland — ^with Bledsoe. 

Hamilton 1284 918 

Marion 481 898 

Meigs 160 610 

Monroe 948 1067 

McMinn 1064 1094 

Polk.... 879 742 

Rhea 848 481 

Roane 1044 889 

Sequatchie..... 179 188 

Total 8872 8818 

MoJ. for Brabson, 59. 



TE2fNES8EK 

CONGRESS— (Cbn/intuid.} 

Difiriets. 0pp. Dem. 

TV, Stokes. Savage, v 

Coffee 447 909 

DeKalb 825 758 

Grundy 66 8S6 

Jackson 1426 1043 

Macon 656 437 

Smith 1693 674 

VanBuren..... 168 166) 

Warren 528 1048 

White 1034 760 

Total 6688 6160 

Maj. for Stokes, 473. 

V. Hatton. •Read v. 

Cannon 620 860 

Rutherford .... 1452 1581 

Sumner 810 1642 

Williamson .... 1609 728 
Wilson 2323 1088 

Total 6719 6844 

Maj. for Hatton, 875. 

* Independent, supported by the 
Demociata. 



TL Thomai. 

Bedford ^ 1460 

Franklin....... -i 1540 

lincoln :s 2398 




Total £ 9028 

Dem. maj. for Gov., 4,278. 

VIL Gibbe. Wright. 

: Benton 29 882 

Decatur. 229 612 

Giles 259 1569 

Hardhi 889 958 

Hickman 89 1119 

Humphreys 204 735 

Lawrence 258 949 

Lewis 5 253 

McNairy 881 1170 

Perry 208 665 

Wayne 210 678 

Total 2711 9880 

Mi^. for Wright, 6,669. 

Vm. . Qoarles. Menees. 
Cheatham— with Davidson. 

Davidson 8888 2462 

Dickson 447 887 

Montgomery . . . 1870 1015 

Robertson 1248 1190 

Stewart 651 602 

Total 6994 6286 

Maj. for Quarles, 758. 

DC. Etheridfra. Atklni. 

Carroll 1720 1028 

Dyer 786 665 

Gibson 1967 1885 

Henry 1019 1844 

Henderson 1815 799 

Lauderdale .... 464 419 

Obion 682 1072 

Tipton 876 607 

Weakley 1150 1616 

Total 9487 9480 

Maj. for Etheridge, 7. 

X. Sneed. ATery. 



TENITESSSE. 

TOTAL VOTE OK THB SIATX. 

Oppofilion, 

Gov Netherland. .68218 

Cong Opposition . .60921 

Dewoerata. 

Gov Harris 76226 

Cong. . . .Democratic. .78079 

Majorities.— Harris, 6,008 ; 
Dem. maj. on Cong., 12,158. 

LEGISLATURE — 1859. 

Senate.. .0pp., 11 ; Dem., 14 
House... Opp., 84; Dem., 41 



Fayette 921 

Hardeman 600 

Haywood 778 

Madison. 1862 

Shelby 1987 



929( 
1108) 

908; 

876 
2188 p 



) 



6954 



Total 6648 

Maj for Avery, 806. 

Currin, Jnd.., received 286 
votes for Congress. 



Eentacky— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

Digtrieta. Opp. Dem. 

L Morrow. Bnmeti. 

Ballard 97 718 

Caldwell 180 681 

Calloway 118 1221 

Crittenden 234 758 

Fulton 140 442 

Graves 277 1429 

Hickman 45 671 

Hopkins 166 1816 

Livingston 251 426 

Lyon. 48 483 

MarshaU 84 916 

McCracken .... 217 699 

Trigg 123 978 

Union 818 867 

Total 2248 11540 

Maj. for Burnett, 9,292. 

n. Jackson. Peyton. 

Breckinridge... 921 70S 

Butler 609 666 

Cliristlan 987 1067 

Daviess 1242 1448 

Grayson 666 690 

Hancock 421 474 

Henderson 878 896 

McLean No return. 

Mechlenburg .. 883 1070 
Ohio 798 1141 

Total 7199 7989 

Maj. for Peyton, 740. 

IIL Briatow. Salo, 

Allen 547 709 

Barren 1697 1886 

Edmonson No return. 

Hart 469 788 

Logan 1468 464 

Monroe 668 581 

Simpson 407 667 

Todd 726 426 

Warren 1212 789 

Total 7164 6575 

M^j. for Bristow, 1,689. 

rv. Anderson. Chriunan. 

Adah- 647 1097 

Boyle 789 808 

Casey 696 448 

Clinton 812 578 

Cumberland... 662 868 

Greene 482 681 

lincoln 935 440 

Pulaski 1214 1875 

RusseU 479 482 

Taylor 357 648 

Wayne 741 881 

Total 7204 7201 

Maj. for Anderson, 8. 

y. Jewett. •Brown. 

Anderson 694 471 

Bullitt 809 509 

Hardui 732 965 

Larue 498 861 

Marion 540 966 

Meade 837 600 

* Independent Democrat. 
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KENTUCKY, 

CONGRESS— (Cbnrtn tied.) 

JHHriaU. 0pp. Dem, 

V. Jewett. Brown. \ 

Mercer 868 1168 

Nelaon 497 999 

Spencer 806 880 

Washington.... 900 609 

Total 5066 6027 

Maj. for Brown, 1,861. 

VI. Adams. Gkmrd. 

Breathitt 299 894 

Clay 418 611 

EstUl 666 493 

Floyd 427 678 

Garrard 812 870 

Harlan 490 218 

Jackson 170 182 ; 

Johnson 64 760 

Knox 807 814 

Laurel 429 874 

Letcher 228 227 

Madison 1267 948 

Owsley 466 814 

Perry . 266 270 

Kke 277 664! 

Rock Castle.... 499 246 

Whitley 716 848 

Total 8164 7241 

MaJ. for Adams, 928. 

VIL MftUory. Holt. 

Henry 646 1029; 

Jefferson 4256 8324 

Oldham 853 686 

Shelby 1161 786! 

Total 6416 6676; 

Maj. for Mallory, 741. 

VIII. Harlan. Simma. , 

Bourbon 966 6^( 

Fayette 1410 986 

Franklin 868 819 

Harrison 926 1817 

Jessamine 698 687 

Nicholas 787 1009 

Scott 782 1062 

Woodford 684 468 

Total 6866 6982 

Mai, for Smms, 67. 

L.T. J.W. 

IX. Moore. Moora. 

Bath 748 1040 

Carter 484 882 

Clarke 985 412 

Fleming 952 928 

Greenup 1163 864 

Lawrence 809 496 

Lewis 664 781 

Mason 1274 876 

Montgomery... 687 502 

Morgan 662 1147 

Powell 190 166 

Rowan 142 244 

*Total 8605 8227 

M^. forL. T. Moore, 27& 

X. Jonaa. Staranaon. 

Bracken 754 778 

Boone. 826 970 

Campbell. 689- 1242 

Carroll 866 628 

Gallatin 882 492 

Grant 668 800 

Kenton 960 1706 

Owen 415 1489 

Pendleton 616 871 

Trimble 179 474 

Total 6889 9295 

MfvJ. for Stevenson, 8,456. 

TOTAL VOTB OF BTATB. 
Oppomtion. 

Govenwr. .Bell 67,271 

Oongreaa. . . 0pp. , . . .. 61,670 

Cfovemor. .MagoflSn 76,187 
Congress.. .J>em.^. .. 76,552 



Mi88(mri~1858. 

CONQBESS. 

DiftricU. Ftp. Dem. 

L Blair. Barratt 

StLoids 6681 7067 

Breckinridge, Am.^ 6666. 
Barrett over Blair, 426.* 

• Contaatod by Frank Blair, wko 
flnallT obtalnaa tha aaat ; bat ra- 
•Igned and referred tiu mattar 
back to the People. 

DittricU, 0pp. D«m. 
IL Handarson.Andenon. ; 

Audrain 412 699 

Boone 481 1856 

Calloway .... 867 1696 

Lincohi 462 1088 

Marion 966 1068 

Monroe 626 1240 

Montgomery.. 441 601 

Pike 1122 1288 

Ralls 873 692 

St Charles... 669 902 

Warren 290 677 ! 



Total 6089 10902 

Maj. for Anderson, 4,818. 

In the Third District. John 
B. Clark, Dem^ was elected 
without opposition. 

IV. Adama. Cralf. 

Andrew 698 1021 

Atchlsoi) 168 611 

Buchanan ... 780 1997 

Caldwell .. . 270 888 

Clay 998 826 

Clinton 604 645 

Daviess 607 848 

De Kalb 195 612 

Gentry 464 1266 

Harrison .... 694 852 

Holt 460 650 

Nodaway 162 825 

Platte 1128 1412 

Ray 1066 891 

Total ..... 7824 12489 
M^. for Craig, 4,615, 

V. Bdd. WoodMtt. 

Benton 602 268 

Cass 449 617 

Cole 744 116 

Cooper 727 858 

Henry 221 762 

Jackson 1447 1075 

Johnson 615 860 

Lafayette.... 840 986 

Miller 450 176 

Moniteau ... 891 649 

Morgan 285 868 

Pettis ....... 207 456 

Saline 669 882 

Total 6947 7942 

Smith, Ind., 2,088. 
Woodson over Reld, 995. 

VI. Ri(Aardaon.Plialpa. 
Bates........ 10 826 

Barton 69 198 

Barry 282 687 

Camden 241 9^ 

Cedar. 220 628 

Dade 218 652 

Dallas 462 272 

Gasconade... 641 246 

Greene 1185 1029 

Hickory 163 850 

HoweU 156 97 

Jasper 844 484 

Laclede 866 878 

Lawrence .... 608 666 

Maries 86 472 S 

McDonald... 163 846 > 

Newton ... 410 779 { 

Oregon. 187 189 > 

Osage 427 461 

Ozark and J g^ ^-^ 

Douglas, f 2^ 8^8 



MISSOUSL 

CONOBESS— (CbnttnueA) 

DiHridB. Opp. Dem. 

VL RlchardMB. Fbalpa. 

Polk 672 m 

Pulaski 118 266 

St. Clair 114 721 

Stone 118 173 

Taney 206 486 

Texas 124 678 

Vernon 41 409 

Webster 626 679 

Wrifi^t 64 889 

Total...... 8060 18424 

Maj. for Phelps, 6,874. 

Va Zairler. Noell. 

Bollinger.... 186 628 

Butler 98 211 

CapeGirard'u 784 648 

Crawford .... 160 428 

Dent 62 463 

Dunklin 883 68 

Franklin .... 1012 767 

Iron 858 174 

Jefferson 864 620 

Madison 81 554 

Mississippi... 126 877 

New-Madrid. 227 827 

Pemiscot. .... 65 268 

Perry 150 759 

Phelps 71 498 

Reynolds .... 178 187 

Ripley 66 412 

Scott 298 892 

Shannon 12 197 

St Genevieve 278 897 

St Francois . 849 608 

Stoddard 217 472 

Washington.. 273 702 

Wayne 200 468 

Total 6806 10404 

Maj. for Noell, 4,696. 

At the same election a 
vote was taken for Superin« 
tendent of Public Schools, 
at which Starke, Dem.j was 
chosen over Provines, Am.f 
by 88,884 mt^ority. 



Ohio-1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

Dittridit.' Sep. Dem. 
I. ft IL Dannlaon. Ranney. 

Hamilton . . . .18286 14178 
MiHf. for Ramsey, 898. 

nr. Den. Raa. 

Butler 2288 8479 

Montgomery*. 4747 4615 

Preble 2261 1496 

Total 9246 9590 

Maj. for Ranney, 844 

IV. Den. Ran. 

AUen 1574 1656 

Auglaise .... 696 1277 

Darke 2201 2454 

Mercer 540 1057 

Miami 2722 1889 

Shelby 1852 1517 

Total 9065 9800 

MiO* for Ranney, 716. 

V. Dan. Ran. 

Defiance 778 1088 

Fulton 1087 707 

Hancock .... 1674 1796 

Henry 670 841 

Lucas 2226 2073 

Paulding 441 826 

Putnam 785 1087 

Van Wart ... 887 866 

Williams 1191 1018 

Wood 1429 1021 

Total 11017 10812 

Maj. for Dennison, 205. 



omo, 

GOVERNOR— (OmftntMNl.) 

DiHrida. Hep. Dem. 
VL Dannioon. Ranney. 

Adams 1405 IWS 

Brown 1657 2275 

Clermont.... 2689 2988 

Highland.... 2168 2175 

Total 7919 9191 

Mi^. for Ranney, 1,272. 

VIL Den. Ra«. 

Clinton 1721 1019 

Fayette 1093 761 

Greene 2466 1862 

Madison 1018 929 

Warren 2689 1615 

Total 8987 5686 

Maj. for Dennison, 8,301. 

VIIL Den. Ran. 

Champaign.. 1782 1612 

Clarke 2249 1574 

Delaware.... 2858 1776 

Logan 1650 1288 

Union. 1241 910 

Total 9280 7110 

Maj. for Dennison, 2,120. 

IX. Den. Ran. 
Crawford.... 1550 2258 

Hardin 1152 1127 

Marion 1888 1891 

Ottaway 828 678 

Sandusky.... 1473 1822 

Seneca 2461 2661 

Wyandotte . . 1295 1890 

Total 9697 11227 

Maj. for Ranney, 1,680. 

X. Den. Ran. 

Gallia, 1866 1867 

Jackson 1198 1289 

Lawrence 1450 1246 

Pike 669 1085 

Ross 2587 2688 

Scioto 1608 1424 

Total 8877 9069 

Maj. for Ranney, 162. 

XL Den. Rao. 

Athens 1848 1287 

Fairfield 1394 2821 

Hockbg 976 1897 

Meigs 1912 1487 

Perry 1898 2281 

Vinton 979 1049 

Total 9002 10223 

Mivj. for Ranney, 1,220. 

XII. Den. Ran. 

Franklin 8762 4684 

Licking 8080 8488 

Pickaway . . . 1710 2147 

Total 8502 10219 

Maj. for Ranney, 1,717. 

XnL Den. Ran. 

Erie 1988 1686 

Huron 2924 1568 

Morrow 1919 1770 

Richland .... 2735 2952 

Total 9561 7885 

Mi^. for Dennison, 1,786. 

XIV. Den. Ran. 

Ashland 1834 1914 

Lorain 8891 1689 

Medhia 2413 1457 

Wayne 2944 8285 

Total 10582 8845 

XV. Den, Ran, 
Coshocton... 2198 2461 

Holmes 1241 1964 

Knox 2603 2588 

Tuscarawas.. 2S31 2778 

Total 8373 f)T86 

Maj. for Ranney; 863. 
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omo. 

GOVERNOR— (CbiKtiMied.) 

JHftHrtt. Itfp. Dan. 

XVL Dennuon. Raaiivr. ' 

Mor^n 1885 1803 

Muskingum... 8604 8467 
Washington.. 219S 1781 

Total 7687 6556 

BiaJ. for Pennison, 1,081. 

XVn. 9ea. Ran. 

Belmont 2280 2691 

CKxemsey 2108 1668! 

Monroe 757 1685 

Noble 1448 1855; 

Total 6688 71M 

MaJ. for Ranney, 606. 

XVni. Dm. Ran. 

Portage 2620 2088 

Btarke 8725 4005 

Sommit 2560 1784 

Total 8905 7n7 

M^j. for Dennison, 1,1281 

XDL Dan.' Rur. 

Onyahoga . . . 6884 4115 

Oeauga 1881 529 

Lake 1807 688 

Total 9522 5182! 

Mi^. for DeniUson, 4,84(1. 

XX. Dan. Raa. 

Ashtabula... 8787 1049 
Mahoning ... 2424 2041 
Trumbull.... 8148 1791 



Total.... 


. 9804 


4881 


MiO- for Dennlson, 4,428. 


XXI. 


Dan. 


Ru. 


Carroll .... 


. 1600 


1255 


Columbiana. 


.. 8125 


2285 


Harrison ... 


. 1764 


1884 


Jefferson . . . 


. 2294 


1822 


Total 


. 8788 


6696 


Mi^. for Dennison, 2,087. 


TOTAL TOTK Of TBI 8TATS. 


Dennison, Bep.^ .... 


184,502 


Banney, Dem.^ .... 


171,266 


HLbj. for Dennison, 


18,286 


Kioliigaxi-1859. 


CHIEF 


JUSTICE. 


PtMrida. 


Rep 


Thm. 


L 


Martlo. 


Fetch. 


Jackson .... 


. 2702 


2821 


Liringston.. 


. 1718 


1810 


Washtenaw . 


. 8281 


8088 


Wayne 


. 8894 


4212 


Total 


.11540 


11481 


MaJ. for Martin, 109. 


n. 


Martla. 


Fal«K 


Branch 


. 2191 


1221 


Cass 


. 1518 


1276 


HUlsdale . . . 


. 2648 


1501 


Lenawee . . . 


. 8865 


2537 


Monroe 


. 1714 


1860 


Bt. Joseph . . 


. 1984 


1428 


Total 


.18865 


9818 


Maj. for Martin, 4,052. 


ni. 


Martin. 


Feleb. 


Allagan .... 


. 1298 


1396 


Barry 


. 1585 


948 


Berrien 


. 1816 


1941 


Calhoun 


^ 2915 


2068 


Clinton 


. 1482 


1181 


Eaton 


. 1758 


1882 


Gratiot 


. 449 


241 


loida.... ... 


. 1837 


1228 



MICEIGAy. 

CHIEF JUSTICB-(a»i«fd.) 

ZHMfricU Rep. Dem. 

IIL Martin. Faleh. 

Kalamaioo . . 2826 1518 

Kent 8199 2448 

Mason 78 82 

Montcahii... 469 814! 

Newago 287 245< 

Oceana 124 182 

Ottowa 1648 1076 ! 

TanBuren... 1598 1807 



JJSfDJANA, 

C0NGRESS-(Om«Rued.) 

DiMrielt. Rfp. Dem. 

in. Dnnn. Ha|^aa. 

Lawrence.... 1095 880 

Monroe 1076 964 

Switxerlaad.. 1121 1068 



Total... . 22804 17887 
MaJ. for Martin, 5,467. 

IV. Martin. Falcli. 

Alpena 88 — 

B«y. 145 184 

Cheboygan .. 1 111 

Chippewa.... 40 86 

Emmett 21 147 

Genesee 2122 1576 

GrMTrayerse 285 187 

Houghton... 152 878 

Ingham 1861 1719 

Iosco 48 4 

Isabella. 42 25 

Lapeer 1476 1098 

Mackinac.... 27 158 

Macomb 1982 1671 

Manistee 62 47 

Manitou. 14 28 

Marquette.... 120 159 

Midland 128 16 

Oakland. 8479 8896 

Ontonagon .. 164 141 

Sikginaw 989 911 

Sanilac 908 817 

Shiawasse . . . 1150 1089 

St. Clah* 1982 1568 

Tuscola 621 299 

Total 17707 16100 

M^J. for Martin, 2,607. 

TOTAL TOTB OW THB BTATS. 

Martin, Rep., 65,916 

feieh, Dem^ 68,681 

Mi^. for Martin,.. 12,285 



Iiiaiaitft~1858. 

CONGRESS. 

IHwfriote. R*p. Pern, 

t •Hover. Nlblaek. 

Daviess 784 1032 

Dubois 191 1117 

Gibson 1072 1021 

Knox 1042 1206 

Martin 44t 866 

Pike 569 612 

Posey 1299 1809 

Spencer 1210 907 

Vanderburgh. 1848 1168 

Warrick 542 1097 

Total 8946 10629 

Mi^. for Nlblaek, 1,888. 

IL Wllaon. Bnfrlbh. 

Clark 1129 1446 

Crawford.... 588 716 

Floyd 1585 1^9 

Harrison 1867 1498 

Orange 611 994 

Perry 601 985 

Scott 556 708 

Washington.. 1102 1522 

Total ..7484 9298 

M^. for English, 1,859. 

ni. Dnnn. HafrlieiL 

Bartholomew. 1840 1227 

Brown 258 518 

Jackson 778 1249 

Jefferson 2373 1491 

Jennings .... 1828 948 



Total 9868 8885 

Carr, A. L. Dem,, 1,482. 
Dunn over Hui^et, 978. 

IV. HaeUamaa. Holnaa. 
Dearborn.... 1472 2886 

Decatur 1672 1444 

Franklin 1264 2185 

Ohio 424 492 

Ripley 1881 1464 

Bush 1648 1565 

Total 7866 9425 

MaJ. for Hohnan, 1,669. 

V. Kllcera. Darlla. 
Delaware..... 1298 718 

Fayette 1069 988 

Henry 1966 912 

Randolph.... 1572 1068 

Union 748 640 

Wayne 2760 1665 

Total 9888 5921 

MaJ. for Kilgore, 8,462. 

VI. Portar. Ray. 
Hancock .... 875 1040 
Hendricks.... 1662 1174 

Johnson 1114 1415 

Marion 8956 8054 

Morgan 1690 1402 

Shelby 1579 1681 

Total 10776 9716 

Mi^. for Porter, 1060. 

VIL •Daria. Saeraat. 

Clay 842 709 

Greene 1266 1112 

Owen 1190 759 

Parke 1795 607 

Putnam 1820 1656 

Sulttvan 1122 1100 

VermiUion... 907 515 

Vigo 1951 1226 

Total 10898 7584 

Mi^. for Davis, 8,809. 

Vni. Wllaon. 'Blakfc 

Boone. 1600 18S0 

Carroll 1885 1882 

Clinton 1184 1846 

Fountahi 1580 1626 

Montgomery.. 1986 1989 

Tippecanoe.. 2441 2021 

Warren...... 1002 648 

Total 11028 10687 

MaJ. for Wilson, 641. 

IX. Colfiui. Wallwr. 

Benton 279 204 

Cass 1527 1477 

Fulton 888 927 

Jasper 648 488 

Lake 1068 560 

Laporte 2789 2224 

ManhaU 1215 1122 

Miami 1551 1519 

Porter 1146 1025 

Pulaski 420 562 

St. Joseph... 2067 1566 

Starke 144 186 

White 809 756 

Total 14541 12610 

Mid- for Colfax, 1,981. 

X. Caaaw Dawaon. 

AUen 1949 2707 

DeKalb 1047 1157 

Elkhart 1971 1649 

Kosciusco.... 1584 1057 
La Grange... 1062 460 



jimiAjrA. 

CONGBESS-<Cbn«ii«Md.) 

IHttrieU. Sep. Dem. 

X. Caaa. Dawaoa. 

Noble 1278 106O 

Steuben 1118 441 

Whitley 776 8641 

Totel 10780 9417 

M^j. for Case, 1,868. 

XL Pettit Ooftvtk. 

Adams 474 843 

Blackford.... 251 879 

Grant 1297 978 

HamUton 1471 1006 

Howard 1009 622 

Huntington.. 1218 1895 

Jay 847 772 

Madison 1209 1451 

Tipton 605 627 

Wabash 1797 1126 

Wells 670 848 

Total 10748 10068 

Mi^J. for Pettit, 710. 

AGOEKOATI TOR Of BTATK 
Sq>ubHeuru. 

See. state. .Peelle. . #104828 
Attditor., . . Lange. . .105498 
7V*«a«ur«r..Harper. .105416 

AtPy (?a»...Otto 105757 

& Fub, /fM. Young, . .105014 
DemoaratM. 

See. State. .McCIure, 107409 
Auditor.. . .Dodd. . . .107242 
Treaeurer .Cttn*g'ra .107684 
AtPy Gen. .McDon'd 107291 
& Pub. Jn9.Rvtgg . . .107910 

* Antl- L aeoanpton Daaoerata. 



nUnoifr-lBM. 

CONGRESS. 

DMridU. Rep. Dwg. 
I. Waahbnmak BrMit. 

Boone 1704 286 

Carroll 1187 256 

JoDavien... 1988 1476 

Lake 1677 620 

McHeniy 2224 1081 

Ogle 2092 815 

Stephenson.. 2140 1489 

Winnebago.. 2899 484 

Total .15811 6457 

Jackson, A.L.D., 870. 
Washburne over Bright, 
9,854. 

IL Famawortli. Drer* 

Cook. 10108 8278 

De Kalb 2067 613 

DuPage 1280 496 

Kane 8172 1121 

Lee 1688 689 

Rock Island.. 1542 1802 

Whiteside.... 1990 760 

Total 21797 18198 

Blackman, A.L.D., 701. 
FVorth over Dyer, 8,599. 

IIL LoT^y. AnBitroofb 

Bureau 2646 607 

Champaign.. 1271 900 

DeW&t 992 765 

Grundy...'... 999 715 

Iroquob 1199 744 

Kankakee... 1366 852 

Kendall 1428 405 

LaSaUe 4040 8488 

Livingston.... 966 794 

McLean 2670 2165 

Putnam 682 299 

Vermillion.... 1661 1126 

Wm 2678 2198 

Total .22818 14988 

Le Roy, A.L.D.y 1,82a 
L*Joy over Armst*g, 7,82Si 
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ILLINOIS, 

CONGRESS— <a>/if{niM>J.) 

DUlrieU. Jtfp. Pern. 

IV. KellofRT. Davidson. 

Rnlton 2980 8224 

Henry 2242 1101 

Knox 2965 1820 

MarahaU .... 1206 1054 

Mason 829 1088 

Mercer 1419 898 

Peoria 2601 2628 

Stark 929 584! 

TaseweU .... 1788 1960 

Warren 1782 1406 

Woodford... 811 1152 

Total 19487 16860 

Gale, A.L.D., 558. 
Kellogg over D'son, 2,627. 

V. Grimfl^Bw. MorrliL 

Adams 8004 8280 

Brown 590 849 

Calhoun 171 607 

Hadcock 2054 2284 

Henderson .. 1001 755 

McDonald... 1774 1944 

Pike..-. 1991 2471 

Schuyler .... 1068 1489 

Total.. .. 11648 18529 
Davfe, A.L.D.^ 504. 
Morris over G'shav, 1,881. 

VI. Matheny. Hanfa. 

Oass 748 1068; 

Christian.... 591 928 

Greene 765 1517 

Jersey 574 1059 

Macoupin.... 1615 2098 

Menard 780 851 

Morgan 1789 2054 

Montgomery.. 786 1222 

Sangamon . . . 2808 8010 

Scott 650 1002 

Shelby 550 1894 

Total .... 11646 16198 

McConneU, A.L Z>., 277. 
Harris over Math^y, 4,547. 

VIL Oglesbv. RoUn«An. 

Clay 424 712 

Clark 1076 1405 

Coles 1859 1578 

Cumberland..' 488 696 

Crawford 698 922 

Edgar 1446 1481 

Effingham.... 214 808 

Fayette WH 842 

Jasper 459 619 

Lawrence .... 455 662 

Logan 1815 1174 

Macon 1168 989 

Moultrie 518 670 

Piatt 546 480 

Bichland.... 499 755 



iLLiyom 



WISCONSIN, 



CONGSESS— (Cbn<t'nNe(l.) < OOYERNOB— (OmMntfttl.) 



Total 11760 18588 

Baldwin, A.L,D.^ 86. 
R*8on over Oglesby, 1,828. 

Vni. Baker. Fonke. 

Bond 781 700 

Clinton 877 888 

Jefferson 288 1198 

Madison 2054 2185 

Marion 675 1142 

Monroe 669 1149 

Randolph.... 917 1090 

St. Clair 2464 2058 

Washington.. 436 1000 

Total 8410 11490 

Hope, A.L.D.^ 198. 
Pouke over Baker, 8,080. 

IX. Phillip*. Lofan. 

Alexander . . 41 878 

Edwards 895 267 

Franklin 19 1080 

GaUatin 207 816 

Hamilton .... 6 1165 



IX. Phillipa. 

Hardin 46 

Jackson 79 

Johnson 7 

Massac 16 

Peny 474 

Pope 18 

Pulaski 67 

Saline 8 

Union 65 

Wabash 896 

White 611 

Williamson . . 48 

Wayne 804 



Total 2796 15878 

Parish, A,LJ>., 144. 
Logan over Phillips, 18,082. 

For Superin^t of Public 
Listruction, Bateman, lUp.^ 
received 124,656 votes ; 
French, Doug.^ 122,418 ; 
Reynolds, Buek,^ 5,178. 

ForTreasV, Miller, .0«p., 
received 125,480; Fondey, 
Dougku D&m.. 121.609; 
Dougherty, Bueh'^n iMm,^ 
6,071. 

THE VOTE FOR 

LINCOLN AND DOUGLAS. 

At this election, Messrs. 
Lincoln and Douglas can- 
vassed the State for U. S. 
Senator, to be chosen by the 
Legislature then elected ; 
and while Mr. Douglas car- 
ried a majority of the Le^- 
lature, Mr. Lincoln had the 
popular vote. The aggre- 
gate vote of the State for 
members of the Legislature 
was as follows : 

Lincoln, .ff«p., .. . 124,698 
Douglas, 2>«f».,.. 121,190 
Bv>di. /)em., and 
Scattering, .... 4,688 

Lincoln over Douglas, 8,608. 

In Five Districts of the 
State there were no Repub- 
lican Candidates for the 
Legislature. In these five 
Districts, the Republican 
State Ticket received 577 
votes, which, added to the 
vote of Mr. lancoln (to which 
they clearly belong), makes 
his majority in this State, 
over Douglas, 4,065. 



Dtm. \ DiftrieU. Sep. 

Jjogntu I IL. RandaU. 

866^Dunn 192 

1225 SEau Claire... 820 

ll&7>GTant. 9496 

750 5 Green, 1726 

798>Iowa 1454 

774 J Jackson 498 

589 < Juneau 1060 

1148) La Crosse.... 1219 
819 ^Lafayette.... 1102 
628 S Lapointe .... 79 

1250 / Marathon 206 

1554 Monroe 989 

1195) Pepin 482 

Pierce 506 

Polk 161 

PorUge 748 

Richland.... 745 

Rock 4089 

St. Croix 516 

Sauk 1659 

Trempeleau.. 866 
Wood 286 



Hobari, 

176 

988 

1716 

1141 

1820 



674 
1084 
1614 
109 
609 
678 
255 
805 
141 
682 
647 
1678 
560 
799 
184 
280 



Total 27191 21080 

Miy. for RandaU, 6,111. 



Brown 

Calumet... 
Columbia. . 

Dodge 

Door 

FbndduLae 
Green Lake 
Jefferson . . 
Kewannetf . 
Manitowoc. 
Marquette.. 
Oconto .... 
Ozaukee . . . 
Outagamie. 
Shawanaw.. 
Sheboygan. 
Washington 
Waupacca.. 
Waushara . 
Winnebago 



Randall. 

.. 428 

.. 618 

.. 2596 

.. 8492 

.. 72 

.. 8214 

.. 1468 

.. 2827 

.. 167 

.. 704 

.. 686 

.. 852 

.. 627 

.. 494 

.. 105 

.. 1773 

.. 684 

.. 1167 

.. 1128 

.. 2285 



Hoterl 
1066 

678 

1646 

8856 

78 

2580 

662 
2512 

567 
2184 

792 

446 
1577 

788 

87 

1889 

9106 

624 

880 
1570 



Total .... 24118 25888 
Mig. for Hobart, 1,770. 

TOTAL VOTE OW THB 8TATK. 

Randall, R^., 68465 

Hobart, Dmi.^ 59508 



Mi^. for Randall, . 8957 



Oregon— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 



Witeonsin-1859. 

GOVERNOR. 



DvtrieU. 

I. 
Kenosha. . . . 
Milwaukee.. 

Racine 

Walworth.... 
Waukesha . 



Rep. Dent. 
RandalL Hobart. 

. 1821 906 

. 2811 6251 

. 2111 1684 

. 8188 1459 

. 2785 2296 



Total 12161 12546 

Mi^j. for Hobart, 884. 



IL 



BandalL Hobart. 



Adams 694 298 

Bad Ax 995 619 

Buffalo 964 414 

Chippewa..... 156 948 

Clarke 71 42 

Crawford.... 619 748 

Dane 3797 8880 

Douglas 84 60 



Countiee. Rep. 
Losan. 

Benton 929 

Clackamas .. 880 

Clotsop 64 

Columbia.. ... 68 

Coos 59 

Curry 54 

Douglass .... 889 

Jackson 218 

Josephine ... 911 

Lane. 682 

linn 609 

Marion 1069 

Multnomah . . 568 

Polk 254 

Tillamook ... 10 

Umpqua 182 

Wasco 115 

Washington.. 856 

TamhllL 412 



Jhnn. 

Stoat. 

422 

879 

84 

72 

68 

87 

495 

668 

411 

585 

728 

296 

484 

284 

6 

48 

956 

901 

818 



Total 6681 

> MaJ. for Stout, 89. 



6670 



Iowa— 1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

JHHriett. Rep. Dem, 

L Klrktrood. Dodga, 

Adafar 120 76 

Adams 177 129 

Audubon .... 58 60 

Appanoose .. 627 985 

Cass 179 159 

CUrke 462 861 

Dallas 680 448 

Davis 717 1142 

Decatur 890 771 

Desmoines.. . . 1704 1928 

Fremont....! 298 604 

Guthrie 257 260 

Harrison 297 851 

Henry 1596 998 

Jasper 946 705 

Jefferson .... 1282 1199 

Keokuk 1025 1M8 

Lee 9159 9899 

Louisa 956 679 

Lucas 521 457 

Madison. 651 729 

Mahaska.... 1212 1187 

Marion 1256 1488 

Mills 262 246 

Monroe 749 665 

Montgomery.. 125 115 

Page 877 888 

Polk 1078 1048 

Potawatomie. 295 600 

Poweshiek... 595 411 

Ringgold.... 260 196 

Shelby 78 96 

Taylor 804 267 

Union 151 198 

VanBuren... 1897 1409 

Wapello 1016 1260 

Warren 987 609 

Washhigton.. 1208 946 

Wayne 416 686 

Total 26668 26766 

MaJ. for Dodge, 92. 

IL Kirkwnod. DodgVi 

Allamakee... 748 1025 

Benton 914 782 

Black Hawk.. 815 650 

Boone. 298 418 

Bremer 417 488 

Buchanan.... 816 670 

Buena Vista. . 2 6 

Butler. 474 946 

Calhoun 17 17 

Carroll 80 80 

Cedar 1159 1009 

Cerro Gordo.. 117 79 

Cherokee 12 7 

Chickasaw... 439 808 

Clay 8 9 

Clayton 1680 1429 

Clinton 1605 1521 

Crawford .... 45 55 

Delaware.. ... 844 894 

Dickinson.... 81 15 

Dubuque 1751 8158 

Emmet 18 6 

Fayette 1102 849 

Floyd 495 281 

FrankUn 201 51 

Greene 126 146 

Grundy 110 17 

HamUton.... 192 105 

Hancock..... 19 14 

Hardin 645 458 

Howard 836 279 

Humboldt... 49 99 

Ida 4 8 

Iowa 765 . 649 

Jackson 1278 1477 

Johnson 1602 1805 

Jones 1161 1158 

Kossuth 75 87 

Linn 1771 1845 

Marshall .... 795 449 

Mitchell 516 204 

Monona .... 105 105 

Muscatine... 1457 1864 
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IOWA. 

OOYERNOR— (CbntinuAi) 

JHftriiiS' Rep. Dent. 

U, Kirkwood. Dodge. 

Palo Alto .... a 44 

Plymouth.... 24 11 

Pocahontas . . 16 17 

Sac 28 87 

Scott 220S 1625 

Story 895 858 

Tama 500 295 

Webster 252 888 

Winnebago . . 11 24 

Winneshiek.. 1022 771 

Woodbury... 482 168 

Worth 98 26 

Wright 80 52 

Total 29741 26556 

Hiy. for Kirkwood, 8,185. 

TOTAL TOTB OF THB 8T1TB. 

Kirkwood, Hep.^ 56404 

7>odge, />«»., 58811 

Mi^. for Kirkwood, 8098 



i-1859. 

OOYEBNOB. 

Cbuntiee, Rep. Dan. 

RamMT. Becker. 

Anoka 888 165 

Benton 143 94 

Blue Earth . . 784 560 

Brown 843 800 

Carver 473 524 

Cass No return. 

Chisago 284 156 

Crow Wing.;. 8 55 

Dakota 1007 1056 

Dodge 598 444 

Farribault ... 210 109 

FiUmore 1899 1171 

Freeborn 488 227 

Goodhue 1220 706 

Hennepin . . . 2018 1117 

Houston 675 716 

XsantL No return. 

Jackson 21 18 

Kannabec ... 9 6 

Kandiyohi... 19 8 

Le Sueur .... 577 625 
Manomin. ... No return. 

Martin 18 10 

McLeod 197 95 

Meeker 147 108 

Mille Lac No return. 

Monongalia.. 47 80 

Morrison 88 116 

Mower 412 488 

Nicollett 424 227 

Ohnsted IIK^ fTT 

Pine 6 28 

Pembina No return. 

Bamsey 1485 1778 

Kenville 8 87 



MINNESOTA, 

GOYERNOR— (Cbn^ntuxL) 

JHHtricU. Rep. Dem. 

RaoMey. Becker. 

Rice 1045 828 

Scott 562 917 

Sherburne ... 131 68 

Sibley 8C8 526 

Steams 875 660 

Steele 448 178 

Todd No return. 

Wabashaw... 798 612 

Waseca 859 254 

Washington.. 958 707 

Wfaiona 1209 814 

Wright 579 266 

Carlton, ) 

St. Louis, v.. . 88 119 

Lake, ) 

Total.. .. 21885 17588 
Mi^. for Ramsey, 8,752. 

UEOISLATUB& 

Senatb .Rep., 28 ; Dem., 18 ; 

Independent, 1. 
HousB..Rep., 58; Dem., 22. 



Canfomia— 1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

CbuRffof. Rep. Dem. A.L.D. 

Stanford. Latham. Correy. 

Alameda.. 299 1066 664 

Amador... 282 2028 985 

Butte 864 1915 1666 

Calaveras. 85 8275 1391 

Colusa ... 15 641 166 

Con'a Costa 41 805 878 

Del Norte. 18 892 126 

El Dorado. 408 8096 2418 

Fresno.... 1 869 11 

Humboldt 83 897 

Klamath.. 1 607 

Los Ang'Is 220 1916 

Marin 67 467 

Mariposa. 8 1463 

Mendocino 11 780 

Merced.... 1 281 

Monterey.. 46 496 

Napa 14 810 

Nevada... 581 8186 2584 

Placer.... 896 3226 1117 

Plumas... 198 882 649 

SacramHo. 223 8526 2678 

SanBem*o 89 532 

San Diego. 17 259 

San Frsin'o8027 4747 2943 

San Joa'in 209 1806 878 

S.Lui80b'o 80 284 

San Mateo 105 420 

l>a 85 431 

Santa Clara 626 1407 

Santa Crua 160 499 

Shasta.... 8 1466 



872 

120 

49 

76 

212 

86 

82 

175 

905 



6 

1 



80 

418 



CALIFORNIA. 

GOTERNOR— <Ci>ntiniiA2.) 

Camntieiu Rep. Dem. A.L.D. 
Stanford. Latham. Cnrrer. 

Siskiyou.. 43 2159 ld<» 

Solano.... 88 1172 827 

Sonoma... 64 1981 1148 

Stanislaus. 13 889 106 

Sutter.... 87 695 159 

Tehama.. 85 770 92 

Trinity... 4 1285 829 

TulareandKi ooi ast 
Fna Vista ] 

Tuolumne 969 8728 787 

Yolo 66 757 668 

Tttba 487 2442 1471 



Total.. 10110 62255 81298 

Latham over C'rey, 80957 ; 
over both, 20847. 

▲gqbsoatb totk or otheb 

BTATB OFnCKBfl. 

RepvtKinoM. 

Lt. Gov. . . .Kennedy, 11148 

CongrMS ..Baker^.. 41488 

" Sibley,... 801 

Alp. (7(nfr^.Shafter.. 11799 

Demoerabi. 

lA. Gov Downey, . 69061 

Oongrew . .Burch . . . 57665 

" Scott.... 66998 

Sup. Court.Co^Q .... 59897 

Ar^i-Leoompton Demoemt$. 

Lt. Gov. . . .Conness. . 81051 

Congress . . Booker . . 2969 

" McKibben48474 

Sup. Court.8pneae.. 80978 

Baker, Jlep.^ was generally 
supported by the Anti-Le- 
compton Democrats, and 
McKibben by the Republi- 
cans. 



Sonth Carolina. 

There Is no opposition to 
what is termed the Regular 
Democracy in this State, and 
no officers are elected by the 
entire vote of the State, the 
Governor and State officers, 
as well as the Presidential 
Electors, being chosen by 
the Legislature. 



ALAJSAMA. 

grounds of greater devotion 
to the interests of the South, 
but exhibited only a feeble 
show of strength, Andrew B. 
Moore, regular Dem., being 
reelected (Jovemor over 
Wm. F. Samford, Independ- 
ent, by about 20,000 major- 
ity. The Regulars also car- 
ried the entire Delegation in 
Congress ; the only close 
contest being in the Third 
Montgomery) Dist., where 
Clopton, Regular Dem., beat 
Judge. Independent, by 214 
majority. 

XisiiiBippL 

An Election was held in 
this State for Governor, 
State Officers, and Congress- 
men, In 1859, which resutted 
in the success of the Demo- 
cracy by more than three to 
one, Pettus, Dem., for Go- 
vernor, receiving 84,559 
votes to 10,808 for Walter, 
Independent. The Demo- 
cratic Candidates for other 
State Officers ran ahead of 
Mr. Pettus. For Congress 
there was hardly a show of 
opposition to the Democra- 
tic candidates. 



Florida. 

The last general Electlor 
in this State was for Con- 
gress, in 1858, when both 
candidates were Democrats. 
Hawkins, the regular Demo- 
crat, receiving 6,465 votes, 
and Westcott, Independent 
Dem., 4,070. 



Alabama. 

An Election was held in 

this State in 1859, for Go- 

— ) vemor. Congressmen and 



867 
451 
432 



Sierra.... 295 ^14 1666 



Legislature, in which the 
cpposition to the regular 
Democracy claimed the suf- 
frages of the people, on the 



Arkansas. 

There is not sufficiei 
opposition ta the Regula 
Democracy in this State t^ 
create the slightest interes 
hi tiie elections. At the las' 
election for Congressmes 
(1858) in the Tint District, 
Hindman, Dem., received 
18,255 votes, to 2,858 for 
Crosby, Independent; and, 
in the Second District, Rust, 
Dem., received 16,802 to 
8,114 for Jones, and 8,452 
for Drew, Indepcudent can- 
didates. 



CAMPAIGN DOCUMENTS. 



We invite the attention of friends of the Republican caose to the following list of documonts : 

Please pay partietUar attention to the remarks qn Postage on these documents, as prepayment 
is required. 

* 

L TBB IRRBPRBSSIBIiB OONFUCT: Gov. Seward's Rochester Speech of 1868; 
with Charles OTonor*s Union-Meeting Speech, December 19, 1859. 

XL THB DSMOORATIO LBADBRS FOR BISX7NI0N : Speech of Henrj Wilson of 
Massachusetts, in the Senate, January 25, 1860. « 

nL THB ADMISSION OF EAN8AB : Gov. Seward's great Speech, in Senate, February 
29, 1860. 

IV. NAUONAL FOUTIOS : Speech of Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois, at the Cooper Insti- 
tute, New-York, February 27, 1860 ; James R. Doolittle's Vindication of Wisconsin. 

V. IiAND FOR T^B LANDLBSS : The Hon. Galusha A. Grow's Speech, in the House, 
February 29, 1860. 

VL THB IJFB OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN : By an Illinois Republican, who knows 
well the man and his history. A large compact pamphlet of 32 double-column pages, for general 
circulation as a compaign document. Price 4 cents a copy, 40 cents per dozen, $2 50 per 
hundred, $20 per thousand. If required by mail, one cent additional must be sent to prepay 
postage. Cash orders are solicited, and will be filled in the order o( their reception. 

Vn. PROTBCnON OF HOMB LABOR AND HOMB PRODUCTIONS NBCBS- 
8ARY TO THB PROSPBRIT7 OF THB AMERICAN FARMER : By Henry Carey 
Baird. 16 large octavo pages. 

The above are printed on fair type and good paper, each forming a large octavo tract of 16 
pages, except No. 6, which is double size and price. They are sold in quantities of One Thou- 
sand, or over, for one cent per copy, and the Thousand may be made up from the list above 
given, as the buyer may desire. In smaller quantities, $1 25 per hundred ; 25 cents per dozen ; 
singly, 4 cents. By mail, postage prepaid, 5 cents per copy, 80 cents per dozen, $1 60 per 100, 
$13 50 per 1,000. 

IN GERMAN. 

L Seward's late Speech on the Admiflsion of Eansaa. 

n. Ijand for the Landless : The Hon. Galusha A. Qrow's Speech. 

nL National Politics : Abraham Lincoln's Speech. 

IV. The Irrepressible Conflict : Gov. Seward*s Rochester Speech. 

V. State Rights and Supreme Court i The Hon. James R. Doolittle's Speech. 
VL The Democratic Ijeaders for Disunion : The Hon. Henry Wilson's Speech. 
vn. The Barbazism of Slavery ; The Hon. Owen Lovejoy's Speech. 

Price of all these German Speeches, 6 cents a single copy; $2 50 per 100 ; $16 per 1,000. 
By mail, postage prepaid, 6 cents each, 60 cents per dozen, 25 for ^1, 100 for $2 76, 1,000 for 
$11 50. 

Will not our Republican friends aid us to " circulate the documents V Now is the time when 
thousands of minds can be reached and influenced. 

Address THE TRIBUNE, 

Tribttne JBuildinge^ NevhYork. 



THE. NEW-YORK tRiBUNE. 

INDUCEMENTS TO CLUBS. 

NOW IS THE TIME TO SUBSCRIBE. 

The Tribune — uow more thaa eighteen years old, and having over a quarter of a million sub- 
scribers, or constant purchasers diffused through every State and Territory of our Union — will 
continlie in essence what it has been — the earnest champion of Liberty, Progress, and of what- 
ever will conduce to our nation's growth in Virtue, Industry, Knowledge, and Prosperiiy. 

THE NEW-TOKK DAILY TRiBXmE 

is printed on a large imperial sheet, and published every morning and evening (Sundays ex- 
cepted). It contains Editorials on the topics of the times, employing a large corps of the best 
newspaper writers of the day ; Domestic and Foreign Correspondence ; Proceedings of Con- 
gress; Reports of Lectures; City Kews; Cattle, Hotse^ and Produce Markets; Reviews of 
Books ; Literary intelligence ; Papers on Mechanics and the Arts, Cookery, etc., etc. We strive 
to make THE TRIBUNE a newspaper to meet the wants of the public — its Telegraphic news 
alone costing over $15,000 per annum. 

TERMS : The Daily Tribune is mailed to subscribers at |6 per annum, in advance ; %% for 
six months. 

THE NEW-TOEK SEMI-WEEKLY TRIBUNE 

is published every Tuesday and Friday, and containd all the Editorials of the Daily, with th^ I 

Cattle, Horse, and General Markets, reliably reported expressly iot THE TRIBUNE. Notice of j 

New Inventions ; Foreign and Domestic Correspondence ; Articles on Cookery ; and during the J 

Sessions of Congress, it contains a summary of Congressional doings, with the more important j 

speeches. We shall, as heretofore, make the behi-wbeklt tbibdne a Literary, as well as Polit- 1 
ical newspaper, and we are determined that it shall remain in the front rank of family papers. 

TERMS. 

Per Oopy,. one year . . • $3 00 1 Five Copies, one year $11 85 

Two Oopies, one year 5 00 1 Tea do. to <mt addr§m 20 00 

Any person sending us a club of twenty or over, will be entitled to an extra copy* For a 

club of forty, we will send The Daily Tribune one year. 

THE new-yoke: weekly tkibuke, 

a large eight page paper for the country, It published every Saturday, and contains Editorials on 
the important topics of the times, the news of the week, interesting correspondence from all 
parts of the world, the New-Tork Cattle, Horse, and Produce Markets, interesting and reliable 
Political, Mechanical, and Agricultural articles, Papers on Cookery, etc., etc* 

We shall, during this year, as hitherto, constantly labor to improve the quality of the instruct* 
ive entertainment afforded by THE WEEKLY TRIBUNE, which, we intend, shall continue to 
be the best Family Weekly Newspaper published in the world. We consider the Cattle Market 
Reports alone richly worth, to cattle raisers, a yearns subscription price. 

TERMS. 

One Copy, one year $2 i Five Copies, one year ..... $8 

Three Oopies, one year 5 1 Ten Ck>piei, one year . ; . • • 12 

Twenty Oopies, to on* address ••••• SO 

Twenty Oopie; to addreae of sach tubteriber SM 

Any person sending us a club of twenty or more, will be entitled to an extra copy. For a 
club of forty, we will send THE SEMI- WEEKLY TRIBUNE, and for a club of one hundred, 
THE DAILY TRIBUNE will be sent gratis. 

Subscriptions may commence at any time. Terms always cash in advance. All letters to be 

addressed to THB TRXBUNB, Tribnne Boildingi, 

Nassau St., New-York. 
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i HORACE GREELEY'S 

I 

OVERLAND JOUMEY TO CALIFORNIA, 

m THE SUMMER OF 1859. 



I 



IlfBBACINa 



AN ACCOUNT OF THE PRESENT 



MORMON CHURCH IN UTAH. 



BT 



HORACE GREELEY. 

One vol. 127no,, doth. Price $1. 

No more interesting record of American Travel has ever appeared than Mr. Greeley's Let- 
tersy written while on lus. recent journey through the Great West, Utah and California. They 
have already attracted the attention of thousands in all parts of the country, and a universal 
desire has been expressed to have them in a conneoted and permanent form. 

The book contains a careful revision of the Letters already published, and also much new and 
Interesting matter, including the author's notes and observations among the Mormons in Utah, 
closing with a chapter on the Pacific Railroad, in which its importance and feasibility are clearly 
set forth, and its ultimate success fully established. 

THE FOLLOWING LIST IS FROM THE TABLE OF CONTENTS : 

From New- York to Kansas. South Pass to Bridger. 

Notes on Kansas. From Bridger to Salt Lake. 

Summing up on Kansas. Two Hours with Brigham Young. 

On the Plains. The Mormons and Mormonism. 

The Home of the BufSdo. Salt Lake and its Environs. 

Last of the Buffalo. The Army in Utah. 

The American Desert. From Salt Lake to Carson Valley. 

Good Bye to the Desert Carson Valley — ^The Sierra Nevada. 

The Kansas Gold Diggings. California Mines and Mining. 

The Plains— The Mountains. California— The Yosemite. 

The Gold in the Rocky Mountains. California— The Big Trees. 

" Lo, the Poor ludiai** California Physically considered. 

Western Characters. California— -Its Resources. 

From Denver to Laramie. California — Summing up. 

Laramie to South Pass. California— Final Gleanings. 

Railroad to the Pacific. 



Address THE TRIBUNE, New-York. 



THE 



TRIBUNE ALMANAC FOR 1860 



CONTAINS : 



APPROPRIATIONS BY CONGRESS. 
CABINET OF THE UNITED STATES. 
CALENDARS FOR 1860. 
CHRONOLOGICAL CYCLES. 
CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 
DAY AND NIGHT, LENGTH OP 
ECLIPSES FOR 1860. 
EQUINOXES AND SOLSTICES FOR 1860. 
EXECUTIVE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNI- 
TED STATES. 

GOVERNORS OF THE STATES AND TER- 
RITORIES. 



LEAP-YEAR. 

OC0ULTATION3. 

POSTAGE, RATES OF 

PRESIDENT, POPULAR VOTE FOR, BY 
STATES. 

RETURNS OF ELECTIONS in all the States 

holding General Elections during the year 

1859, carefully compiled expressly for the 

Tribune Almanac, and compared with former 

elections for convenient reference. 

SEASONS, DURATION OF * 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

SLAVE TRADE, FOREIGN 



GOVERNMENTS OF EUROPE. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE SOVEREIGNS OF EUROPE. 

UNITED STATES. STARS, MORNING AND EVENING 

ITALIAN WAR, SKETCH OF THE STATE GOVERNMENTS. 

KANSAS IN 1869. SUPREME COURT, JUDGES OF 

LAND FOR THE LANDLESS. TIDES. 

MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY AND TREASURY ESTIMATES FOR 1860. 

MINISTERS RESIDENT. TRUE TIME. 

Price (postage prepaid), single copies, 13 cents, American coin ; 12 copies, f 1 ; 100 copies, $8 
If sent by Express, $7 per 100; 13 copies for $1. 
Orders, accompanied with the cash, respectfully solicited. Address, 

THB TRIBUNE, New-York. 



EVERT LAWYER SHOULD HAVE A COPT. 

THE LEMMON SLAVE CASE. 



>4l»> 



The full history of the Lemmon Slave Case, from its origin to its final decision in the Court 
of Appeals, containing the opinion of Judge Paine, before whom the case was first heard, tho 
opinion of the Supreme Court, the points and arguments of Charles O^Conor, William M. Evarts 
and Joseph Blunt, in the Court of Appeals, and the opinions of Judge Denio, Wright, and 

Clerke. The great importance of the legal and political principles involved, the boldness with 
which the issues were made, and the ability with which the argument was sustained on both 
sides, render this one of the most significant and universally interesting trials that ever took 
place in this country. Price per copy, 25 cents ; per 100, $16. If sent by mail, 5 cents in ad* 
dition must be sent to prepay postage. Terms cash. Address 

THB TRIBUNB, Tribune Buildings, New-Tork. 



A Complete Political History of the United Statee 

A POLITICAL HISTORY, exhibiting the Nature, Origin and Practical Operation of Constitu- 
tional GoTernment in the United States ; the Rise and Progress of Parties ; and the views of 
Distinguished Statesmen on Questions of Foreign an d Domestic Policy. 

BY ANDREW W. YOUNG. 

Larffe Svo, Library^ Sheep. Price %Z 60. 

This work epibraces the whole period of our gOTernmental history, commencing with the 
brief " compact " drawn up by the ** Pilgrim Fathers ^* before their landing, down to the present 
administration. 

It presents the views of our ablest Statesmen, and the action of the Government on all the 
prominent questions of public policy which have arisen under the Constitution, and which have 
divided the people into parties. 

An important feature of the work is, that on controverted questions, whether involving Con- 
stitutional principles or mere considerations of policy, the main arguments on both sides are 
impartially given, and submitted without comment to the judgment of the reader. 

Subjoined to the work is an Appendix, containing the Declaration of Independence, Articles 
of Confederation, a statement of the Electoral Votes that have been given for the different can- 
didates for the Presidency, etc., etc. 

[From the N. T. Tribune.] 

" The author has performed his difficult task with that laborious care and conscientious fidelity, 
which those acquainted with his previous works must confidently anticipate in any production 
of his pen. . . . There are tens of thousands — nay, hundreds of thousands — of youth in 
our land, whose daily duties do not afford them leisure to wade through shelves of Niles' Regis- 
ters, Annual Registers, Washington's, Jefferson's, Madison's, Calhoun s, Benton's and other 
letters and papers, in order to gain a clear and comprehensive view of the main questions which 
have successively divided our statesmen and our countrymen generally. But the farmer's son by 
the winter fireside, the apprentice at his hours of leisure, the clerk in the duller season for business, 
may make himself thoroughly familiar with Mr. Young's book, and thus become better informed 
respecting the past political history of our country than so many as one-third of those now exer- 
cising the right of suffrage. And as the same questions, substantially, reappeared from age to age 
though under different auspices, and often with a change of sides among those contending for the 
mastery, this unassuming *• Statesman ' will prove to most of them emphatically useful and in- 
structive. We heartily commend it to general attention and perusal.^ 

TO AGENTS. — The above book is sold only by subsqription. Exclusive right for Counties 
given to active, energetic men. For terms, address the Publishers. 

• • • 

EVERY AMERICAN CITIZEN 

SHOULD OWN 

RANDALL'S LIFE OP JEFFERSON. 8 vols $ 1 60 

JEFFERSON'S COMPLETE WORKS. 9 vols ; 22 50 

RECOLLECTIONS OF WASHINGTON, by his adopted Son, G. W. Parks Custis. . 2 60 

LIFE AND WORKS OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 2 vols 5 00 

WIRT'S LIFE OF PATRICK HENRY. 1 vol 1 26 

• • • ' 

jl large number or agents wanted to circulate 

THE LIFE AND PUBLIC SEKVIOES . 

OF 

HON. ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

Witli a Portrait on Steel. 

BYD.W. BARTLETT, 

Tni WELL-KNOWN AUTHOR 0* ** THE LIPE OF LADY JANE GRAY," " JOAN OF ARC," ETC., 

And lfa9M.nijton Oorre9po^,derJ 0/ the ** Xew YorkBteuAng Post** a/nd ^* Independent.** 

One bandsome llftmo. OlothyKlU bade, 360 pases. Price . . • $1 00 
Pampblet Edition, 25 

Liberal discount given. Address DERBT & JACKSON, Publishers, 

498 Broadway, New- York. 

*«* Copies of either or all of the above sent bj mail,, post paid, on receipt of the price aa 
advertised. 



SONG BOOKS FOR THE CAMPAIGN. 

HUTOHINSOirS REFTTBUOAN SONGSTER, 

Bdited by JOHN W. HUTCHINSON, of the well-known 

HUTCHINSON FAMILT OF SINGERS, 

and emibradng some of their choicest songs. Price 10 cents. 

ALSO, 

THE BOBOLINK BUNSTREIi, 

Or REPUBLICAN SONGSTER, Edited by Gbobgk W. Bitngat, cpntiOning a great variety of highly humorous, as 

well as patriotic songs. Price 10 cents. 

ALSO, 

THE OONNEOTIOUT WIDH-AWAEi: SONGSTER, 

Edited by Johx W. HuroHiHSOir, assisted by B. ^rpson, Professor of Music, of New-Haven. This book embraces 
some of the best of the Hutchinson Pamily songs, and a variety of choice songs especially adapted to the Wide 
▲wakes, who, it.Js well known, are a Connecticut " Institution." Price 10 cents. 

THB ABOVS THBBB BOOKS GO«TAn 

« TffJE FLAG OF THE BRA YE,'' 

A $25 Piixe Song, by>W. J. Wallacr, together with many others of nearly equal merit that were candidates for the 
Prize, neither of which can be found In any other Campaign Songster. Glee Clubs that desire 

THE BEST CAMPAIGN SONGS OF THE SEASON 
Should be careful to order either 

HUTCHINSON'S REPUBLICAN SONGSTER, 

THE BOBOLINK MINSTREL, 
TDE COII]f£GTIGUT WIDK-AWAKIS. 

Bach 10 cents ; or the three for 85 cents, or all of them, which woMd be better stilL A liberal discount to clubs 
and booksellers, InquantitiM. Published b]r ^■ 

O. HUTO. jmrSON, 2T2 Greenwich St., N. 7. 

JUST PUBLISHED, JULY 2Stk, 1860. 

THE 

REPUBLICAN '' CAMPAIGN " TEXT-BOOK 

FOU 1860. 

BY WILLIAM HENET FRY, 

OF THB XnSW TOBK TBXBITNE. 

12mo. Paper Covers, Price 25 cents. 

This worlc, handsomiely printed, contains 82 chapters of the most important matter, neoessaiy to be known of Re- 
publican principles, and sham Democracy; white Slavery (Jewish, Greek, and Roman), which the South dedres to 
revive; Modem Slavery; Ordinance of 1787; Compromises; Kansas; Totes; AdminlstraUon CJorruptlons ; Outrages 
on the North; Southern white Slavery; Burning of Men alive; British Rmancipation successful; Land Question; 
Lives of Lincoln and Hamlin, etc., etc., all dose, condensed, and accurate. 

Ah AuiT or AoEirrs WiirrKD to sell this work throughout the land. Terms liberal 

Single coplei sent to any address, postpaid, on receipt of price. Address 

A. B. BTJEDICK, FabUshm:, 

M. 145 ITasiau St^ ITefJO Torh 

A New Bdltion of Helper's Crlsiji ready. 
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14 DAY USE 

RBTUKN TO DESK FROM WHICH BORROWED 

LOAN DEPT. 

This book is due on the last date stamped below, or 

on die date to whidi renewed. 

Renewed books are subject to immediate recalL 
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